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Introduction 


Dear chess fans, welcome on behalf of international grand- 
master Sergey Kasparov. 


I was born in the USSR, in the capital of Azerbaijan — Baku. 
You may remember that my outstanding namesake Garry 
began his career there. During tournaments people often 
ask: ‘Are you relatives?’. I believe not, though they say that 
‘in the Caucasus all people are relatives’. 


I met my favourite chess player (Garry) twice. The first time was when he casually 
dropped in during our training. The future World Champion played a few light games 
with kids (1am 5 years younger than him). At that time Garry was a master and he gave 
me a handicap. I cannot recollect the exact results, but in the first game Garry played 
without a rook and I managed to win. Only two of my rooks against one of the master 
remained on the board. So he resigned, which was a pleasant surprise for me, as the re- 
alization of this advantage did not seem easy (then). 


In this book we will try to look through the cobwebs of one of the most difficult and 
most interesting chess openings. Right here at the beginning, I kindly ask the readers to 
consider the following: the author does not claim to be completely right in all his as- 
sessments. I believe that even a grandmaster with 2800 Elo cannot know the absolute 
truth. After all, even he is defeated from time to time. 

For your convenience, | have included a lot of diagrams in the text. 1 am guided by per- 
sonal experience. Our family consists for 95% of chess players but the chessboard is practi- 
cally never used. In our high-tech age, ‘wooden chess’ has been successfully replaced by the 
computer. The considerable quantity of diagrams in the book will allow lazy readers to 
study the contents lying on the sofa, on the beach, or even sitting on the toilet. 

Nevertheless, I advise you to study the most interesting ‘key’ games (they will be 
highlighted by a special sign — ***) on your computer, entering the moves on the key- 


I won't confine myself to a dry technical text. From time to | 
time my ‘lyrical digressions’ will acquaint you with funny 
tournament episodes. Thus, the reader can learn some- 
thing useful about competitions in different countries. 

Allow me to introduce to you those who helped with 
the creation of this work: 

WIM Tatiana Kasparova (analysis of games, mainte- 
nance of the author at work and providing some fragments [== 
on the topic ‘how you should NOT play chess’) 
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and Eva Kasparova 
(translation Russian-English) 


It is logical to assume that a chess player who aspires to a 
hard-fought battle prefers 1.e4 as a first move, entering an 
open or semi-open game. This is certainly a simplification, 
but there is probably a considerable amount of truth in the 
idea. 

1.d4 leads to more ‘solid’ play. What can Black attempt here if he doesn’t wish to just 
dejectedly struggle for equality? For those of us who like the initiative and to play irra- 
tional positions, this book is recommended. 


1.d2-d4 2g8-f6 2.c2-c4 c7-c5 3.d4-d5 b7-b5 


xga2Wee & 
4 42h 


a 
aad 
| & 


IAB) MARAB 
HOABWEAAE 


These are the moves that characterize the Benko (Volga) Gambit. 


Before you plunge up to your ears into a whirlpool of complicated variations, please 
acquaint yourself with some opinions of several opening experts. 


Today I consider the Benko as a half-correct opening, though 
earlier I used it myself and beat some quite good chess players 
with it, including Joel Lautier. I think the maximum for Black is 
a struggle for a draw. The opening is more suitable for rapid and 
blitz — Vadim Malakhatko (GM, Belgium, Elo ~2550- 
2630) 
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With the right move-order this opening is certainly correct, 
White's advantage in basic lines is no more than theoretically 
feasible. But the Volga has turned from ‘an opening for a strug- 
gle’ into ‘an opening for a draw’ — White doesn’t need so many 
skills to prevent Black from getting more than some equalizing 
simplifications, and in many lines — Yury Solodovnichenko 
(GM, Ukraine, ELO ~2550-2600). 


T'll risk expressing my own opinion too. Even if the Benko Gambit is only half-correct, 
does this strongly distinguish it from, for example, the Griinfeld or Old Indian 
Defences? These things are quite relative. Of course, it is extremely risky to use this 
opening against an opponent with an Elo above 2700. However, hardly anyone of us 
participates in super tournaments, do we? Opponents above 2600 are dangerous, but 
they can‘ always prove flaws in gambits either — to say nothing about amateurs. 


I will try to expound on the ‘Benko philosophy’ using military terminology. 

Strong (grand-)masters can be compared to a modern army. They study openings 
and regularly look out for novelties. In other words, they are armed with modern 
weapons (aircraft, fleet, armour). 

What can an amateur chess player oppose to this? He has a job, for example, with the 
police, at a university or in a shop — he has little time for chess. So, it makes sense to 
study a rare (which does not mean ‘incorrect’!) opening in detail, to lure the opponent 
into a virtual minefield or a jungle. There you can strike blows jumping from trees, 
even if you only have a bludgeon against your opponent’s submachine gun. 

If you are stronger than your opponent, the Benko Gambit, as opposed to, for exam- 
ple, the Slav Defence or the Petroff Defence won't give him chances to quickly steer the 
game into a drawn position — for example 1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5 cxd5 (the Exchange 
Slav) or 1.e4eS 2.0f3 Df6 3.DxeS dé 4.Df3 Axed 5.We2 in the Petroff. 

To reduce the probability that your opponent is perfectly prepared for you and allow 
him to, in tennis language, ‘serve an ace’, it is advisable to use at least one more alterna- 
tive opening Then the opponent will have to do a huge amount of work before the 
game. Many of them won't be bothered, believe me. 


Ata certain point I noticed that the majority of my opponents started to avoid the gam- 
bit completely. What resources does the white player have for this purpose? 

1.d4 Df6 2.Df3 It is possible to manage without c2-c4. This narrows down White’s 
possibilities somewhat if, for example, Black transfers to King’s Indian constructions, 
where the knight is not always necessary on f3. Besides, as I have done myself, Black 
can pretend that he hasn’t noticed the difference and play 2...c5 anyway. If he wants to 
fight for the advantage, White should obviously play 3.d5, which all the same leads to 
Benoni structures where it is not easy to get an advantage without c2-c4, or 3.c4, trans- 
ferring to the English Opening. 
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In recent years chess is accelerating more and more. Time controls for ‘old men’, like 2 
hours for 40 moves and then adjournment of the game, have become things of the past. 
About 15-20 of these first 40 moves are theoretical now. 

Nowadays, tournaments where we play two games a day (for example, 90 minutes 
for the entire game +30 seconds extra after every move) are the fashion. Then there are 
many rapid and blitz tournaments. Under such controls, the role of preparation for a 
concrete opponent is near zero. 

For example, in the interesting Neckar Open event in Deizisau( Germany) we play 
almost round the clock. We are driven by bus to the tournament hall (the transfer is 
well-organized), which takes some time. In the morning — the first game (~5-6 
hours), then a 30-to 60-minute break and a second game (~5-6 hours). We come back 
to the hotel late at night and exhausted. Would you think of preparation then? More- 
over, it is impossible to prepare for the game between morning and evening rounds. 

Of course, I do not recommend to apply the gambit in a world-title match against 
the brigade of Vladimir Kramnik’s seconds. Failure would be almost guaranteed. But 
the gambit which we will study poses considerable difficulties to White without spe- 
cial preparation. Your opponent cannot keep in mind all the openings, can he? Besides, 
under a time control of 10-15 and especially 3-5 minutes per game (without incre- 
ment) it is much easier to attack than to defend. 


In this opening Black is more often than not the active side. Usually he attacks not his 
opponent's king but his queenside. 

Even if your opponent plays the Benko with black himself, this is not to say that he 
will manage to confound you. Again, I am talking from personal experience. One time, 
a family expansion announced itself to us. How should we name the child? Opinions 
were divided. To combine work and pleasure me and my wife played a blitz match of 
100 games (1 minute against 5). We battled for many days and I experienced consider- 
able difficulties in fighting against ‘my’ Benko Gambit. 

In classical tournaments I didn’t always manage to win playing White against oppo- 
nents with appreciably lower Elo ratings. For instance: Bajarani (a little boy), Melamed 
(also strong, but...a woman), Mensch. Further on you will see these encounters. 


And here is a special example. Signifi- did manage to win — which was also 


cantly, the game was played in the period —_ good. 

when my work on the book was coming 

to an end. In an open tournament in Arco Game 1 
(Italy) I decided to fight against the open- Kasparov,Sergey 

ing with white. The idea was: if I win — @ Trauth,Dr. Michael 

OK, and if I don’t the Benko Gambit will Arco 2011 (4) 


have proved itself. 

Everything turned out perfect. My oppo- 
nent, with Elo 2180, obtained a good po- 
sition (the gambit in action), but then I 


1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.df3 dé 
8.93 297 9.292 Abd7 10.Bb1 Wad 
11.2d2 0-0 12.0-0 Wc7!? 


An interesting idea. Black has lured the 
bishop to d2, where it is in the way of its 
own queen, and the pawn on dS is vul- 
nerable. 
Black operated less successfully in the fol- 
lowing elite game: 12...0g4 13.Wc2 
@BgeS 14.Qxe5 @xeS 15.b3 Wa3 
16.8cl WaS 17.2d2 Wa3 18.2c1 Was 
19.a4 DF3+ 20.2xf3 Wxc3 21.Wa2rt 
Wang Yue-Bologan, Khanty-Mansiysk 
Olympiad 2010 (3.14). 

13.b3 Db6 14.2¢1 
14.Hh4!?. 
14.0g5!? hé 15.4h3 is not very aes- 
thetic, but quite possible. 

14...2b7 
14...Hae8 Kislik-Vajda, Kecskemet 2011 
(4.3). 

15.e4 Dg4 16.2b2 2a6 
16...2xc3 17.Qxc3 Hxa2 18.Halt and 
objectively White’s position is slightly 
better, though the number of pawns is 
equal again. 

17.Be1 4d7 18.241 
18.2h3!? DgeS (18...AdeS 19.Axg4 
@xg4 20h3 eS 21.AxeS Bxe5S 
22.@a4t) 19.2xd7 Axd7 20.He2+ but 
the weakness of his light squares (f3, g2, 
h3) is unpleasant for White. 

18...fb8 19.24 Wa5 20.0a2 2xal 

21.0xa1 @Dde5 22.axe5 Axed 

23.He3 2c8 24.h3 ca! 
With initiative. 
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25.2c1 cxb3?! 


So far Black has been operating rather 
logically and quickly. The German chess 
player had a certain temporary advantage. 
25...&d7= was correct. 

26.0xb3 Wb4 27.2d4 2d7 28.a5!+ 
Miraculously, the pawn survives. 28.Hlea3 
Wa is weaker. 

28...1¢87! 
28...Bxa5? 29.Ab3+—;28...WecS. 

29.a6 
29.Hb3 Wc 30.a6+. 

29...2c3 30.Wel Hc4 31.0f3 
Time trouble. 31.Wxb4 Exb4 32.03 
Dc4 33.Hc3+-. 

31...Wxel+ 32.Hexel 
32.@xel!?. 

32...0d3? 
The most persistent line is 32...axf3+ 
33.Qxf3 Qc8 34.27 Hc7 35.Hebl Haxa7 
36.Hxa7 Hxa7 37.Bb8 Hc7 38.2¢4 £5 
39.exf5 hS 40.2e2 &g7 41.fxg6 Qxh3 
42.8d3+ (42.2xh5). 

33.Beb1 Hb4 
33...Exe4 34.27 Hb4 35.Hel+—. 

34.Exb4 “xb4 35.a7 &c8 36.2f1 

Dab 
36...2a6 37.Hb1+—. 

37.2d4 Dc5 38.0b5 1-0 
Please note how much effort White had 
to make for the win, even though he had 
an Elo advantage of more than 300 points 
as well as the white colour! 
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Asan illustration on the theme of ‘typical 
black plans in the Benko Gambit’ the 
following fresh, high-quality encounter 
is well suited (White was a grandmaster 
with 2688 Elo). It is characteristic (and it 
must be rare in opening theory) that 
White has difficulties in the ending de- 
spite having an extra (!) pawn, while we 
can’t say that his pawn structure is com- 
promised. 


Game 2 


Gavrilov,Alexey 
@ Andreikin,Dmitry 
Moscow Open 2012 (2) 
1.04 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.03 Qg7 
Be4 Qxfl 9exfi dé 10.93 0-0 
11.g2 Abd7 12.2e1 Ag4 13.He2 
Wad 14.0c2 Dge5 15.axe5 Dxe5 
16.We2 Wa6 
One of the basic ideas of the gambit is at 
work here. We are moving on to an end- 
ing with a pawn down! 
17.Wxa6 Bxa6 18.2d2 Bb8 19.01 
d3 


It begins. All black pieces are pressing on 
the pawns on b2 and a2. With the ab- 
sence of queens it is difficult for White to 
organize his defence. 

20.b3 ©b4 21.Hb2 Ha3! 
A familiar tune. Now the a-pawn won't 
be able to escape to a4. 
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22.2e1 f5 23.exf5 gxf5 24.ne2 &f7 
25.h3 Hb7 26.94 Qxc3 27.2xc3 
Dxa2 

White’s queenside is ruined. 
28.2a1 Db4 

28...Ebxb3F. 
29.9xf5 @xd5 30.Exd5 Bxal 31.203 
Hb132.nee3 &f6 33.0f3 Hel 


With geometrical manoeuvres Black is 
harvesting the ripe crops. It is not easy to 


protect the isolated pawns on f5 and b3. 


34.8f4 Hb8 35.h4 Hg8+ 36.¢f3 
&xf5 37.b4 cxb4 38.0f4+ ed 
39.Bxb4 Hf8+ 40.93 Hgl+ 
41.8h2 Hfg8 42.2e3+ Sd5 43.h4 
B8g2+ 44.2h3 Hg7 45.2b5+ 2d4 
46.95 
46.8h2 H1g2+ 47.6h3 Exf2—-+. 

46...H7xg5 47.hxg5 e5 48.¢h4 e4 
49.2h5 Se5 50.f3 d5 51.fxe4 v4 
52.2h3 Hxg5+ 53.2h6 dxe4 
54.0h4+ Hg4 0-1 


On the whole, the author tries to use as 
examples his own games and games by 
strong chess players since 2006, in order 
to minimize repetitions with earlier 
books. Of course, older games have been 
included too, but only in cases where 
they have special value for the theory of 
the Benko Gambit 

The following pawn structure is typical 
for the Benko. 


By ARBAB 


This structure can be reached via various 
move-orders. For example, here is one of 
my games, where I was fighting for 
equality myself as White. 


Game 3 


Kasparov,Sergey 
@ Ivanov,Mikhail 
San Martino 2002 (4) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 g6 3.c3 2g7 4.e4 dé 
5.430-06.2e3 a6 7.2d3 
The normal Samisch System against the 
King’s Indian Defence. Still no sign of the 
gambit. 
7..d¢d7 8.Age2 c5 9.d5 
9.8c2, to maintain the pawn on d4, is 
unpromising on account of 9...Ac6 
10.d5 @a5 11.b3 bS with counterplay. 
9..2e5 10.0-0 b5!? 11.cxb5 Axd3 
12.Wxd3 axb5 13.W/xb5 2a6 


Black has achieved a promising variety of 
the gambit. He has two strong bishops 
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while the white queen is rushing about, 
in search of a refuge. 
14.Wa4 Dd7F 
14... Qxe2? 15.Wxa8 Qxfl 1 6.BxflF. 
15.Wc2 Wa5 16.8f2 Bfb8 17.Bd1 
Be5 
17...&c4 would have caused some em- 
barrassment for White, for example 
18.Ac] &xc3 19.bxc3 WSF. 
18.h3 4c4 19.2c1 Exb2! 


x C2 || 


A typical blow for the Benko. Usually 
White prevents it, but the threat is often 
hovering above his head. 
20.2xb2  He3 21.Wd2 = Axd1 
22.Wxd1 Qxe2 23.Bxe2 2xc3 
24.2xc3 Wxc3 
The resulting pawn structure is favourable 
for Black. White’s a-pawn is exposed to 
pressure. On the other hand, Black's 
passed pawn onc feels comfortable. 
25.Wb1 Wd4+ 26.8h2 We5+ 
27.2h1 h5 28.Wb3 h4 29.ne1 Wd4 
30.Wb7 Hxa2 31.Wxe7 
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I've managed to get rid of the headache 
(a2), but the dangerous c5-pawn re- 
mains, and besides the black queen and 
rook are dominating. 
31..Wd2 32.091 Wf4 33.Wd7 &g7 
34.Wb5 Hc2 35.Wb3 Wd2 36.Wb6 
Wf4 37.Wb3 Hd2 38.Wc3+ &h7 
39.0b1 Bd4 
39...Weg5 40. BglF 
40.Wal Wd2 41.Wa7 Sg7 42.Wc7 
Wf4 43.Wb6 g5 44.Be1 Hb4 45,Wa5 
Wd2 46.Wa1+ Hb2 47.591 
Nevertheless, by defending accurately 
White holds the position. 


47..Wd4 
47..c4 48.Wae Wb4 49.Wc8 Hbi 
50.Bxb1 Wxb1+ 51.@h2 Wel 52.5! 
Wf4+ 53.6h1 WxeS 54.Wxc4 and 
Black's position is just slightly better. 
48.Wa6 We5 49.Wa4 Hb4 50.Wa8 
Wf4 51.Wal+ Whe 52.Wa5 Hd4 
53.Wc7 We5 Yo-Yo 
Very likely there was no big danger of 
losing this game. However the initiative 
was with Black during the entire game. 
Anyhow, we have seen that the ‘Benko 
structure’ can emerge from various King’s 
Indian modifications. 


General ideas of the opening 
1.44 26 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 


E@oWee 
Ey ey | 

& a 
a& 


AB ABAB 
HARWSLHAE 


This is the classical position of the gambit. Black sacrifices one more pawn. What for? The 

main idea of the Benko is to achieve the following for a minimum of sacrificed material: 

1) Thea-and b-files, for exerting pressure upon the pawns of the opponent; 

2) The rook on a8 enters the play without making a move; 

3) The pawn chain h7-g6-f7-e7-d6-c5 forms an undivided ‘skeleton’ and is strong 
enough; 

4) The bishop on g7 together with the rook on a8 exerts strong pressure upon White's 
queenside; 

5) The bishop on a6 disturbs the normal development of White’s kingside (in case of 
e2-e4, ...2a6xfl will follow). 


It is interesting that even with a pawn less Black can press in the ending, too! However, 
chess is not draughts, so capturing is not obligatory. White does not have to comply 


with the opponent's tastes. 
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History of the opening 


Let's consult Wikipedia. 

According to the Russian version this gambit was first applied in the game 
Rubinstein-Spielmann in Vienna 1922. However, they don’t take into account the fact 
that game went 1.d4 @f6 2.4f3 c5 3.d5 bS 4.c4. Sothe English version observes: ‘Pos- 
sibly the first to use the now-standard move order 1.d4 Df6 2.c4 cS 3.d5 bS was 
Thorvaldsson-Vaitonis, Munich Olympiad 1936’. The gambit was analysed in the fif- 
ties of the previous century by several Russian grandmasters. Initially those lines in 
which the advanced white pawn on dS is at once attacked by the move ...e7-e6 were 
called the Volga Gambit. Only later, lines with ...g7-g6, where Black aims to battle on 
the queenside, became popular. In the West these variations are by right associated with 
the name of the Hungarian-American grandmaster Pal Benko, who published his book 
The Benko Gambit in 1974. 

In Russian-speaking chess literature this opening is known as the Volga Gambit. This 
name was suggested by grandmaster Peter Romanovsky after in 1946 the magazine 
Shakhmaty v SSSR published an article in the second issue by a chess player from 
Kuibyshev (since 1991 this city is named Samara), Boris Argunov, with a detailed anal- 
ysis of this opening. 

The Volga Gambit is very popular nowadays. By means of a pawn sacrifice Black as- 
pires to undermine White’s centre and to open up lines on the queenside for himself. 
Many variations have already been analysed deeply enough. Nevertheless, keen players 
are constantly discovering new ways. 


For your information: the Volga is the world’s largest river with internal drainage, 
which means it does not discharge into one of the world’s oceans. The Volga is the cen- 
tral waterway of Russia. I happened to visit the source of this great river many years 
ago. It is situated on the Valdai Elevation (Tver region), and the river runs into the Cas- 
pian Sea (a lake). How far is it from Western Europe? Very far, believe me! If you go by 
train, for instance, from Amsterdam, it will take approximately three days. A known 
city which stands on this river which in modern history was referred to as Stalingrad, 
has been renamed — today it is called Volgograd. During the Second World War a titanic 
confrontation between the German and Soviet armies took place there. 


That ends our short excursion into Russian geography. To humour Western chess play- 
ers I will use the name ‘Benko Gambit’ in this book. In return I hope this work will win 
the favour of English-speaking readers ©. 


Pal Benko 


Nuances of the First Moves 


Before turning to the basic systems I would like to draw your attention to a small 
nuance concerning the first moves of the opening. 


1.44 26 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 

These moves raise no doubts, but it makes sense to think over the following move. In 
case of the straightforward 

5..2xa6 

usually nothing happens, and the game continues on the beaten track: 6.4c3 and so 
on. Meanwhile, with this move-order White has an additional resource. 

6.931? 


24 Wee = 
Py ey v } 
2 a» | 

AA 


& | 
&l& &A & 
HAQWSLAR 


You will understand the sense of the delayed development of White’s queen’s knight by 
looking through the first examples in this book. With an early b2-b3 White aspires to 
bring out his bishop on the big diagonal earlier, opposing its opponent on g/. This is 
not to say that this advantage will be sufficient for a white win, but why should we give 
White this extra opportunity? To avoid this development and to narrow down the op- 
ponent’s choice, it is more logical for Black to rearrange the moves. Therefore... 

5.96 

is more flexible (instead of S...2xa6). If now White insists on his path: 6.g3, then for 
Black there is already no sense in capturing on a6 with the bishop. It is more logical to 
take with the knight, as from a6 it can get to c7 or even (more actively) to b4, attacking 
the d5-pawn. Thus, the bishop c8 has a chance to choose its route: to fS (organizing 
pressure along the diagonal b1-h7), b7 (pressure upon the outpost on d5), or to a6 all 
the same. 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Game 4 


Kruppa, Yury 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Kiev 2000 (6) 

1.04 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 2xa6 
5...6 6.3 d6 7.b3 (7.2d2 &g7 8.2c3 
0-0 9.2g2 @xaé6! (yes, with the 
knight!) 10.Qh3 @b4 with initiative; 
7.222 2g7 8.Ac3 0-0 9.AF3 Dxaé!, 
Hulak-Alterman, Zagreb zt 1993) 
7...2g7 8.2b2 0-0 9.22 Axab 
10.Hh3 Hb8 11.0-0 c4 12.8d4 BFS 
13.Qc3 We8 14.0g5 cxb3 15.axb3 
®cS 16.Ha3 We7 17.0f3 Aces 
18.Wal Hfc8 19.Axe4 %-% Shari- 
yazdanov-Shukh, Russian Team Cham- 
pionship, Sochi 2010. 

6.93 d6 7.2.92 g6 8.b3 2g79.2b2 


[xa wel & 

haha 

20 @ Wa 
BA 


& A 
&AAW2B 


&@ 
BaATwWSe WE 


White has achieved a comfortable place- 
ment of his pieces. 

9...Wb6 10.0f3 0-0 11.0-0 Abd7 
11...Qb7 12.0fd2 @xdS (12...Axd5 
13.2xf6 Qxfo 14.2xd5 Hao 15.Ac4 
Wa716.Qbd2 Bxal = (16...e6) 
17.Wxalt) 13.8xg7 Gxg7 14.0c4 
Wee 15.2xd5 Wxd5 16.Wxd5 &xd5 
17.Ab6+—. 

12.He1 Wb7 13.2c3 Bfbs8 
13...c4 14.Dd4e. 

14.0b1 Ha7 15.h3 Wce7 16.Wc2 

Hab7 17.2a1 Hb4 18.d2 Se5 

19.4a4 
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Please take note of this clever regroup- 
ing. The bishop goes to c3, the knight to 
4. 
19...ded7 20.2¢3 H4b7 21.ab2 DeB 
22.abc4+ 


A dream position for White, who domi- 
nates while having an extra pawn. The 
rest of the game is of no great interest. 
The author managed to escape — but only 
thanks to his opponent's mistakes, 
whereas the objective assessment of the 
potion is notin doubt. 
22..Qxc3 23.Wxc3 Qxc4 24.0xc4 
Ha7 25.Hb2 @b6 26.4e3 Ad7 
27.2¢1 Wb7 28.2c4 Wa8 29.04 Db6 
30.2e3 d7 31.h4 h5 32.eh2 Def6 
33.91 De8 34.0d1 Wb7 35.Hdd2 
Wa8 36.c4 Db6 37.4e3 Ad7 
38.8h1 Hb4 39.2c2 Hb8 40.Ha3 
Hb4 41.2c2 Hb8 42.e4 Wb7 43.4e3 
Wb4 44.Wc2 Hab7 45.2f1 Zef6 
463 De5 47.492 &f8 48.2a6 Ha7 
49.2e2 Hab7 50.2b5 Hxb5 51.axb5 
Exb5 52.2c4 Dfd7 53.He2 Bbs 
54.f4 Dg4 55.e5 DAb6 56.exd6 exd6 
57.Wd2 Wxd2 58Hexd2 Af6 
59.2xd6 Dbxd5 60.¢f3 Ac7 
61.4e4 Axe4 62.dxe4 Hb4+ 
63.4e5 e7 64.0d6 HbS 65.0c6 
Seb 66.4d5 &d7 67.2d6+ we7 
68.Exe6+ fxe6+ 69.4c6 Had 
70.b6 Vale 


Game 5 


Kasparov,Sergey 
@ Bajarani,Ulvi 
Fajr 2007 (8) 


1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 2xa6 6.93 d6 7.292 g6 8.b3 
297 9.2b2 0-0 10.Ah3 Abd7 11.0-0 


Wad?! 
Why does Black drive the bishop to its 
desired square? 
12.2¢3 
x ae 
akAGa 
£ & wa 
wm MA 
&@ Aa) 
& ABSA 
BAUWH ES 


12...Wb6 13.0f4 Dg4 14.2xg7 &xg7 


15.2d2 Dde5 16.2d3 


16.We2 Bfc8 17.Hab1 
16.04 17.Axe5 Dxe5 18.03 Dxf3+ 
19.2xf3 Efc8 20.Wd2 c3 21.Wc2 


Wd4 22.5fd1 Wf6 23.Haci Hc7 


I seem to have played logically, having 
surrounded Black’s advanced c-pawn. 
But it is unclear how White can elimi- 
nate it 


Nuances of the First Moves 


24.92 h5 25.h4 &g8 26.491 Sg7 
27.292 Hb8 28.We4 2b5 29Hc2 


ad7 


A good idea. The bishop's prospects on 
the diagonal f1-a6 were obscure. 
30.Wd4 Wxd4 31.0xd4 Ha8 32.d1 
Ha3 33.Hdce1 Hca7 34.Bxc3 Hxa2 
35.8c7 &f6 36.0xa7 Bxa7 37.2b1 


Ha238.e3 2b5 
Ka 
& @al 
2A ry 
a 
AB AR 
K HS. 
& ® 


White doesn’t have sufficient resources 
for the realization of his extra pawn. 
39.2f1 Qxfl 40.exf1 Se5 41.0d1 


Hb2 42.8d3 f6 43.492 


g5 44.94 


gxh4 45.gxh5 f5 46.h6 &g6 


47.0d4 h3+! 


48.oxh3 &xh6 


49.5e4 Exf2 50.hxe7 Hd2 51.e4 


&g5 
As you can see, neither in the 


Yo-Yo 
first nor in 


the second example did White manage to 
realize his advantage, however the play 


was only for two results. 


Khismatullin,Denis 
@ Chabanon,Jean Luc 
Ohrid tt 2009 (5.5) 


Game 6 


1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 2xa6 6.93 d6 7.292 g6 8.b3 
2g7 9.2b2 0-0 10.Ah3 Abd7 11.0-0 


Hb8 12.He1 c4 
14.axb3 2c8 15.0f4+ 


13.2d4 cxb3 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


How He 
jae a Ba 
x Wa 
& 
Boy 
A A | 
ARah 
HoAmWwH & 


The centralized bishop on d¢4 is the star of 
White’s position. There will be hardly any 
doubts about the assessment of the dia- 
gram position. 

15...Ac5 16.Ad2 g4 17.e3! 
Alertly played! White is unwilling to con- 
cede point d4. If the pawn gets there, the 
e5- and c5-points will become inaccessi- 
ble for Black’s knights. 

17..De5 18.We2 Dab 19.4c4 Db4 

20.We3 2d7 21.2a7+— 
And White finished off his opponent 
with no hiccups. 
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x WwW Re 
pad i@BaBa 

a 7} 

Aa 

aaa w | 

AW WA AB 
AL 

aH S 


21...We8 22.Heal He8 23.h3 2b5 
24.8c1 &xc4 25.bxc4 WES 26.94 
Wg5 27.2a4 h5 28.8xb4 Bxb4 
29.Wxb4 hxg4 30.hxg4 Wxg4 
31.6f1 OF3 32.2xg7 Dh2+ 33.¢e1 
95 34.Wa4d gxf4 35.Wxe8+ oxg7 
36.Wxe7 f3 37.2h3 Wxh3 38.Wg5+ 
Sf8 39.Wd8+ Sg7 40.Wg5+ Sf8 
41.d2  Afi+t 42.¢d3 Wg2 
43.Wh6+ e7 44.Ha1 1-0 
The moral of this story: it is more logical 
for Black to rearrange the moves: 5S...g6 
instead of 5... 2xa6. 


PART | 
Main Lines 


In Part I we will consider the most logical and widespread lines which begin with the 
basic moves: 


1.44 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 


xa2Wee 

422484 
4 a 
ABS 


AB AB AB 
HaABwWS2H8 


So, the first pawn sacrifice is accepted, and Black offers the second pawn at once. Now 
White has a wide spectrum of possibilities. The choice of system depends on the style 
of the chess player. Usually a difficult positional struggle ensues, but extremely sharp 
variations also occur. 


I would like to proceed under the motto of a Dutch chess club: Let’s Play Chess! 


Chapter 1 - 5.bxa6 96 6.2c3 &xa6 7.93 
Chapter 2 - 5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 &xa6 7.e4 
Chapter 3 - 5.b6 

Chapter 4 - 5.f3 

Chapter 5 - 5.e3 

Chapter 6 - 5.2c3 
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Chapter 1 


The Fianchetto 2g2 


Let's start our study of the opening with the most popular system. The most basic for 
White is development of his kingside without loss of his castling rights. Thus, one of 
Black's ideas in the Benko Gambit is not realized. Pawn e2 remains on its starting 
square, which nullifies the influence of the a6-bishop on square f1. 


1.d4 ®f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 Qxaé 7.93 d6 8.292 297 


A AALA 
H BBWS AWE 


I faced this variation for the first time in a tournament in Egypt. Yes, chess competitions 
are held there too. Only a year ago it was a rather safe country with lots of tourists. The 
Egyptian federation sensibly arranged two opens in succession: in the city of Tanta (sit- 
uated in the Nile delta) and in Giza, the capital of the area where the famous pyramids 
are located. It was economic for 
both the participants and the or- 
ganizers. Foreigners can just cross 
the Mediterranean by plane once. 
For the participants’ entertain- 
ment, the hospitable hosts orga- 
nized daily excursions (see pic- 
ture). 


And so, in the third round of the 
“Golden Cleopatra’ I was forced 
to show my first-hand knowledge 
of the problems of the Xb1 varia- 
tion. 


Museum in Cairo 
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Game 7 


Barsov,Alexey 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Cairo 2001 (3) 
1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 &xa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Af3 Abd7 


10.2b1 

At the time this subtlety came as a sur- 
prise for me. Until then I had been 
guided by games like 10.0-0 Ab6 
11.Qe1 @c4. This is an important mo- 
ment. The knight gets to c4 where it pre- 
vents the bishop leaving cl: 

A) There is no convenient way to chase 
the knight away: 12.b3 @d7 


x Wee x 
| akaea 
|& 4 4 

as 

a 

AB ras 

& &4B2n 
EB Q2WaArS 


13.bxc4 (13.Wc2 WaSF; as you can see, it 
is impossible to protect the knight on c3) 
13...Qxc3 14.Hb1 &xct 15.Wo2 WasF; 
B) 12.0d3 @d7 13.We2 0-0 14.h4 
WaS 15.a3 (now point b3 becomes weak) 
15...Hab8 (15... fb8 with compensation) 
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16.Ha2 @ceS 17.AxeS DxeS 18.h5 
(18.b4 Wce7) 18...Wb6 (Black achieves 
good play after 18...8c4. The further 
course of the game is not important for 
the assessment of the line, but I give it in 
full) 19.Wet Wb3 20.8 al Wet 21.We2 
Eb3 22.hxg6 hxg6 23.f4 Dgt 24.23 
Qd4+ 25.422 Dfe 26.Wd1 Hs 
27.8h1 Hxb2 28.&xb2 HBxb2 29.2a4 
Hb3 30.Bb1 Bxbi 31.Wxb1 Wxa4 32.£5 
gS 33.Wcl Dh7 34.Wb1 Qfe 35.Wbs8+ 
£8 36.24 c4 37.Hb1 c3 38.Wd8 Qxe2 
0-1 Ehlvest-Fedorowicz, New York 1989. 

10...Wa5 
Now after 10...b6, 11.b3 follows and 
the c3-knight is not pinned on the h8-al 
diagonal. This is the sense of the move 
10.Bb1!. 

11.0-0 0-0 12.2d2 Hfb8 13.Wc2 

We7 14.b3 Db6 
Normally the black knight has no desire 
to go to bé when there is a white pawn 
on b3, but otherwise it is not clear where 
he can search for counterplay. 

15.495 


Not often does this knight go to gS in this 
opening. White opens up the bishop, 
which protects the outpost dS. 

15...2b7 
He does not like to weaken the kingside 
with 15...h6 16.0h3. 

16.e4 2a6 17.Bfd1 Ag4 
This knight aspires to e5-d3. 
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18.0f3 Dd7 19.2e1 DAgeS 20.a4 
Bb7 21.h3 Hab8 22.4xe5 Axe5 
23.14 Dd7 


EMES & 


Black has constructed his defence lines: 
diagonal al-h8, square b4, diagonal 
fl-a6. But there is no counterplay for him 
here. The initiative is entirely in White's 
hands. Still, it is not easy to transform it 
into something concrete. 

24.$h2 
24.Qf1!? — with the exchange of light- 
squared bishops point b5 becomes acces- 
sible for the white knight. 

24...c8 25.e5 
Arisky decision. 

25..dxe5 26.d6 exd6 27.e4 Hb6 

28.2a5 
Now the situation becomes absolutely 
unclear. 28.a5 Hc6 29.Wd2#. 

28..exf4 29.Bxd6 fxg3+ 30.¢h1 

Wxd6 31.xd6 Hxd6 32.01 


x on) 
avaga 
x a 


32...2d4 33.Qe1 Heo 34.2xg3 Hees 
with approximate material equality. 
33.Wxd1 e571 
The beginning of the end. Better was 
33...Qd4. 
34.Wd6! 2e2 35.2c3 Ac6?? 
Time trouble. 35...c4 36.b4+—; 35...He8 
36.WxcSt. 
36.2xg7 Hd8 37.Wxg3 Dd4 38.2f6 
Of5 39.We5 1-0 
We can state that White's path to victory 
wasn't strewn with roses. 
To give a complete picture I will add that 
this was not the last time that Barsov up- 
set me. During the final dinner on the 
ship floating across the Nile I found out 
that Alexey wasn’t allowed to board the 
plane of Alitalia airlines. Thanks to the il- 
literacy of Cairo airport’s employees 
Barsov didn’t manage to return to Europe 
in time. The following day I was to fly 
home with a KLM liner and I started 
trembling... 


Section 1 — 9.03 


The usual development of the knight to- 
ward the centre. The more ‘sophisticated’ 
9.®h3 will be considered below. 


The Line 9..Abd7 
The Border Line 
The Line 9...0-0.. 


The Line 9...Abd7 


The most natural and most popular con- 
tinuation. 


A) 10.3D1............cc cece cence 25 
This ‘non-contact’ move has proved the 
most promising by experience. 

B) 10.0-0 
This move is played less often. 


A) 10.4b1 


You have already understood the sense of 
this ‘mysterious rook move’ partly from 
the notes to my ‘African’ game. Ideally 
Black would like to arrange his pieces as 
follows: ...Ad7-b6-c4, —... AF6-d7, 
..Wd8-a5, ...Bf8-b8. Then White’s 
queenside would end up paralysed. It is 
not easy to deploy the bishop on cl 
because the knight on c4 supervises a 
whole cluster of its squares (d2, e3, b2). 
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Pawn b2 is under strong pressure (knight, 
rook, bishop). At the same time it is diffi- 
cult to advance it to b3, banishing the op- 
ponent’s knight, because White’s own 
knight on c3 is under pressure (2g7, 
Was). 

Therefore White uses a more subtle 
move-order. If he plays 10.Hb1 instead of 
castling immediately, then after 10...Ab6, 
11.63 will follow and the opponent does 
not manage to reach his ideal set-up. 


Now the following lines are the most 
popular: 

A1) 10..0-0... 
A2) 10..Wa5.. ea 
A3) 10..DD6..... 2... eee ee eee ee eee 


A1) 10..0-0 11.0-0 


|x 


Here alsothe lines fork: 
A11) 11..Wa5 12.We2. 
A12) 11..e8. 
A13) 11..2b6 12.b3 2b7 
11...Ag4, with the standard idea of putt- 
ing the knight on eS, israrely met. 


Game 8 


Kragelj,Igor 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Cutro 2008 (8) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
8.2g2 2g7 9.0f3 0-0 10.0-0 Abd7 
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11.Bb1 4g4 12.2d2 
12.We2 @geS 13.AxeS AxeS 14.b3 
Was 15.a4 Bfb8 16.Ha2 QbS!? 17.0b2 
Bd7 18.2d2 Wa7 19.8c3 (19.a5? 
Ac4!F) 19...c4. 
12...We7 13.h3 Dge5 14.dxe5 Dxe5 
15.b3 Hfb8 16.Wc2 Ha7 17.Bfc1 
Hab7 18.a4 
18.a3!?. 
18..Wd8 19.2f1 c4 20.ab5 Qxb5 
21.axb5  ExbS 22.bxc4 xb! 
23.8xb1 Exb1 24.Wxb1 Axc4= 


Obviously, Black has no problems, he 
even has chances to win. 


A11) 11...Wa5 12.2 


A111) 12..ab6. 
A112) 12...2fb8 


12.82 is also possible. This looks logi- 
cal, but the opposition of bishop and 
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queen on the d2-aS diagonal is not too 
dangerous as the knight has no successful 
jumps available. At the same time the 
bishop abandons its control of the 
a3-square. 


Game 9 


Wang Yue 
@ Bologan, Viktor 

Khanty-Mansiysk ol 2010 (3.14) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.g3 297 9.2g2 Abd7 10.0-0 0-0 
11.8b1 Wa5 12.2d2 Ag4 13.Wc2 
ge5 14.)xe5 Dxe5 15.b3 Wa3!? 


Re 

£aGa 

£ & 4 
ah4 


WA BY A 
ABWRARSA 
Mis Bes 


A typical idea in such situations. The 
queen obstructs the advance of the 
a-pawn mechanically. 
16.2¢1 Wad 17.2d2 Wad 
Quite a good opportunity to make a 
quick draw by move repetition. 
18.2¢1 WaS 19.04 3+ 20.2xf3 
Wxc3 21.Wa2 Wad 22.295 
22.2b2!?. 
22..Ba7 23.Bfcl Bb8 24.2d2 Wd8 
25.b4 cxb4 26.2xb4 Exb4 27.2xb4 
&b5 28.a5+ 
The rest of the game is not relevant for 
the opening. 


In the following, some of the games will 
be presented not in full so as not to dis- 
tract the reader from the main line. 


Game 10 


Flear,Glenn 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 
France tt 2008 (1) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.0f3 2g7 
8g3 d6 9.292 Dbd7 10.2b1 0-0 
11.0-0 Wa5 12.2d2 2g4 13.Wc2 
@ge5 14.Aaxe5 Axe5 15.b3 Wad 
16.2c1 WaS 17.2d2 Wa3 18.2c1 
Wa5 19.2b2 
The bishop gets prospects on the long di- 
agonal, however it intercepts the rook on 
b1 for amoment. 
19...c4! 


| Re 
gala 
4 


By) & 
ABWHAA SIA 
& =) 


As soon as the reply b3-b4 has become 
impossible, Black hastens to destroy the 
opponent's pawn structure on the 
queenside. It should be noted that after 
the exchange of the knight on f3, the 
weakening of point d4 does not threaten 
to be punished with the unpleasant intru- 
sion f3-d4-c6 any more. 

20. fc1 
20.b4 Wxb4. 

20... fc8 21.Wd1 Hab8 22.2h3f5 
In this system, a rather rare move. Never- 
theless, here also the absence of the 
f3-knight is significant. White doesn’t 
manage to exploit the hole on e6. 

23.2a4 Qb5 24.47! Qxad 25.fxe5 

c3 26.2xc3 Hxc3 27.Exc3 Wxc3 

28.bxa4 Exb1 29.Wxb1 2xe5 
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Black is a pawn down but the initiative is 
on his side. The white king has no safe 
shelter and the presence of opposite-col- 
oured bishops underlines its vulnerability. 
30.Wd1h5! 
Fixing the kingside. 
31.Wd3 2d4+ 32.492 Wal 33.3 
Ac5 34.Wd2 Wb1 35.Wt4 Wxa2 
With the following computer variation 
Black could win: 35...e5! 36.dxe6 Wb7+ 
37.e4 Wb? 38.exf5 dS!—+. 


36.2xf5 Wxd5+ 37.2e4 Wdi 
38.4g2 Wxe2+ 39.th3 &g7 
40.2d5 e6 41.292 2e3 42.Wf3 
Wd3 43.We4 Wxe4 44.2xe4 Qb6 
45.94 hxg4+ 46.4xg4 d5 47.2c2 
Sf6 48.2b3 g5 49.h3 2d8 50.2a2 
Se5 51.a5 QxaS 52.4xg5 Qd8+ 
53.294 e4 54:h4 e5 55.2b1+ 
Se3 56.475 Sd4 57.n5 e4 58.h6 
&c7 59.h7 2e5 60.2c2 e3 61.2d1 
Bh8B 62.he6 te4 63.2c2+ tf4 
64.2d3 d4 0-1 
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16.Wel is played more rarely. 


Game 11 


Atalik,Suat 
@ Milanovic,Danilo 
Teslic tt 2006 (5) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Of3 Dbd7 10.2b1 0-0 
11.0-0 
11.b3. 
11...Wa5 12.We2 Ag4 13.2d2 Ages 
14.Oxe5 Oxe5 15.b3 
15.Bfcl? Act 16.e1 
Ws 18.2c3 Bh6F. 
15...Wa3!? 16.Wc1?! 
16.2h3? Qxe2!  17.Dxe2 
18.Wxa2 Hxa2¥; 16.2cl. 
16..Wxe1 17.2 fxcl Hfb8 18.h3 2d7 
19.2f1 2xc3 
19..Qb6 20.e4 Qxfl 21.xfl Rxc3 
22.Qxc3 Hxa2 23.b4 Dat 24.Qe1= 
(24.Qa1 f6F) 
20.2xc3 2b7 


Bfbs 17.da4 


Wxa2 


Another typical double attack. In the 
Benko Gambit White should always take 
care to control his pawns on e2, dS and 
a2. This is exactly what complicates his 
play in games with a shortened time con- 
trol. 
20...Ab6?! 21.Hd1 
23.b4 a4 24.8al. 
21.e4 Hxa2 22.b4 Haa8= 23.bxc5 


Qb7 22.e4 Bxa2 
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23.f3 cxb4 24.Bxb4 Qc8 (24...0cS 
25.Qd4) 25 Hxb8 Hxb8 26.2d4 Bes 
27.2 g5=; 23.2b5 cxb4 24.Qxd7 
bxc3 25.8xc3 Qa6 26.Hal Be2 27.Hxa8 
Bxa8=. 
23...0xc5 24.f3 2a6 25.2xa6 Dxa6 
26.204 f6 


xg & 
a a 
a & £2 
& 
BA 
AIB& 
=e =( & 


What does White actually have here? All 
the pawns are on one side, which facili- 
tates play with the knight. 

27.a1 
27.8xb8+ Exb8 28.Bc6 Abt 29.Hc3 
Has with counterplay. 

27...b4 28.Hxa8 Hxa8 29.04 Ad3 

30.f4 Ha2 31.ef1 
31.Hc3 Ab4 32.Bb3 Ac2 33.Qf2 Hat 
34.8b2 Hc4 35. Bg2=. 

31...f7 32.h4 h5 
32...f5 33.e5. 

33.23 Ab4 34.04 ad3 
Better was 34...0c2 35.Qf2 Hb2 36.Hc7 
(36.f5? gxfS 37.exfS Db4) 36...Ab4 
37.Bb7 Dd3 38.Exb2 Axb2 39.%e2 
with equality. 


35.8c3 Ab4 36.04 Ad3 Yara 


A111) 12..0b6 


This line is rather successfully upheld by 
grandmaster Tregubov. Black should play 
very precisely as the knight practically 
cuts off the queen’s home retreat. 


Game 12 


Bacrot,Etienne 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Paris 2006 (1) 

1.d4 DF6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 2xa6 7.93 dé 8.2g2 

&g7 9.Of3 Dbd7 10.Hb1 0-0 11.0-0 

Wad 12.Wc2 Db6 13.01 Ac4 14.0d2 
14.b3 Ha3 15.2xa3 Wxa3 with excellent 
play for Black. The bishop on g7 has lost 
its opponent. 

14...2d7 15.0xc4 2xc4 16.2d2 Wab 
Half a year later Pavel improved with 
16...Axc3!. 


aa 


ey 
a 4 
4 4 
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This paradoxical exchange is played from 
time to time in the Benko. The weakened 
diagonal a1-h8 will be blocked by ...f7-f6. 
At the same time the a2- and e2-pawns 
will come under attack. 17.Qxc3 (the 
pawn grab 17.bxc3 cramps the bishop on 
d2 and leaves square c4 into the oppo- 
nent’s possession: 17...Wxa2 18.8b2 
Wa6=) 17...Wxa2 18.Wd2 Dbé6 19.h4 f6 
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(19...@a4!?) 20.5 gS 21.2e4 Qb3 
22.Qxh7+ &xh7 23.Wd3+ Gh8 
24.Wg6 Qxd1 25.Wh6t Sg8 26.Wg6+ 
Sh8 27.Who+ Sgs 28.Wy6+ “4% 
Jussupow-Tregubov, Germany 2006/07. 
17.a4 
17.b3 Bxe2 18.Axe2 Wxe2 19.Hel Wae 
20.a4¢. 
17..2xe2 18.0xe2 Wxe2 19.2e1 
Wa6 20.8xe7 Se5 21.b4 2f6 22.b5 
Wxa4 23.Wxa4 Exa4 24.b7 Hfa8 
With counterplay. 


25.2c3 Ha3 26.2xe5 Qxe5 27.b6 
Hal 28.8xa1 Hxai+ 29.2f1 Hb1 
30.2b8+ &g7 31.b7c4 32.492 2d4 
33.2xc4 Q2a7 34.e8 Exb7 35.ne2 

Va-Va 


13...Afd7 looks good enough too. The 
white bishop gets time to manoeuvre 
from cl to el, however this weakens 
White's queenside. 


Game 13 


Banikas,Hristos 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 
Kallithea t 2009 (5) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.0f3 d6 
8.93 297 9.292 Dbd7 10.Hb1 0-0 
11.0-0 Wa5 12.Wc2 Db6 13.Hd1 
Otd7 
13...Ac4. 
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14.2d2 
Or 14.2g5 @c4 15.Bbcl (15.2xe7 Bfe8 
16.2g5 @xb2 with counterplay) 15...h6 
16.2f4 Wb4 17.b3 Da3 18.Wd2 &h7 
(18...g5) 19.@b1 Wxd2 20.Bxd2 Abs 
with compensation, Sanikidze-Baklan, 
Dresden 2009. 

14...0c4 15.2e1 Hfb8 16.44 Wb6 
With compensation. 


Even without calculating we can see that 
Black has good counterplay. Square b3 is 
weakened, and b2-b3 is still impossible 
because the bishop has left cl. 

17.We4 
17.b3? @a3. 

17.26 18.Wh4 
18.Wxe7 Hes—+. 

18...Wb3 
And now after 18...h6¥ 


xe & 
2,8 

‘2 £ Bak 

as 
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White’s queen would feel uncomfortable. 
White can anticipate the knight leap to c4 
by 13.Ad2. 
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Game 14 


Marcelin,Cyril 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

France tt 2007 (6.5) 

1.44 Sf6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Rxa6 7.93 dé 

8.292 297 9.Of3 Dbd7 10.2b1 0-0 

11.0-0 Wa5 12.We2 Db6 13.ad2 

&b714.2d1 Dfd7 15.a3 c4 16.e4 
Etienne Bacrot managed to create problems 
for Tregubov, but the ending seems to be 
drawn: 16.Af1 Dc5 17. Af4 AcB 18.Ad2 
Qd7 19.Bdcel Bfc8 20.2g5 Sf8 21.e4 
@ca4 22.2e3 Axc3 23.bxc3 Hat 24.0b4 


KX & 
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24...0xc3 25.Axc4 Wab 26.2f1 Qbs 
27.Bd2 Axc4 28.Hxct Hxc4 29.Qxc4 
Wxc4 30.2xc3 Qxc3 31.Wxc3 Wxc3 
32.Bxc3 Hat 33.He3 Hd4 34.492 £5 
with counterplay, Bacrot-Tregubov, Ger- 
many Bundesliga 2006/07. 


16...Bfc8 17.0f3 Dc5 18.2e3 Abad 
19.2xa4 Wxa4 20.Wxa4 Dxa4 


21.2d4 2a6= 


22.8f1¢3 23.2xa6 Hxa6 
With his rooks on d] and b1 White cannot 
move the b-pawn. The separation of the 
a3/b2 duo is always favourable for Black. 
24.bxc3 
24.b3?c2. 
24..Qxd4 25.oxd4 @xc3 26.He1 
Exa3 27.492 Ha4 28.8c1 Hxd4 
29.4xd4 Hc5 30.0b3 He7 31.of3 
S97 32.4e3 DbS Vale 


The exotic knight jump 13.@d4 is not 
too dangerous for Black. 


Game 15 


Grandelius,Nils 
@ Predojevic,Borki 

Sarajevo 2010 (2) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.2b1 Wad 
11.0-0 0-0 12.Wc2 Ab6 13.4d47! 


|x Ke 
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Very dramatic, but why doesn’t every- 
body play like this? Probably the jump of 
this equilibrist knight does not yield spe- 
cial dividends. 
13...cxd4 14.b4 2d3 
The only move. 
15.Wxd3 Wa6 16.0b5 
16.Wxd4? Dfxd5¥F; 16.b5 Wa7. 
16...Afd7 
Why not the natural 16...0fxd5, with 
counterplay? 
17.Ha3 Wxd3 18.exd3 Da4 19.0c4 
Bc3 


Usually, if Black annihilates one of the 
pawns (a- or b-), the other one is no lon- 
ger so dangerous. The bishop on g2 can- 
not support it. 
20.Hb2 Hxa2 21.Bxa2xa2 22.2d2 
He5 23.axe5 Qxe5 24.Hal Ac3 
25.a7 Yo-V2 


A112) 12..2fb8 


A useful move according to general con- 
siderations. The queen keeps the oppor- 
tunity to retreat. 

-13.2d2 
This was played in a short game at the 
French team championship. If the Ukrai- 
nian Andrey Sumets hadn't blundered, a 
dynamic balance would have been 
maintained. 
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Game 16 


Sumets,Andrey 
@ Bologan, Viktor 
France tt 2010 (5) 
1.04 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.Of3 dé 
8.93 297 9.292 Dbd7 10.b1 Wad 
11.0-0 0-0 12.Wc2 Bfb8 13.2d2 
We7 14.b3 Db6 15.0h4 
15.2g5. 
15...Wb7 16.b4 
16. fd1. 
16..cxb4 17.Exb4 We7 18.Hc1 2c4 
19.2d1 Exb4 20.2xb4 Wa7 21.e3 
Bes 
Standard for the Benko Gambit. White is 
one pawn up — the passed a-pawn, but his. 
pieces are awkwardly placed (Ah4, @d1, 
&g2). 
22.a3 2d3 23.8b1 0g4 24.0f3 cB 
25.Wd2 2h6 


x & 
wy Aa’ 
a 4 42 
A 
& a 
ii) aAak 
@ A828 
=Gtay & 
26.d4?? 
26.2c3 WeS with counterplay. 
26... Adxf2 0-1 
-13.8d1 


How Black should operate against this 
move was shown in an open tournament 
within the Polar circle. Please let me distract 
you from the chessboard for a moment. 

In the small Norwegian town of Tromso 
there are many favourable conditions for 
high-grade creativity. Tromso Botanic 
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Garden is open all day and night, as there 
are ‘white nights’ in summer. 
But let's go back to chess. 


Game 17 
Johannessen,Leif Erlend 
@ Carlsen,Magnus 
Tromso 2006 (4) 
1.d4 Sf6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.Bb1 0-0 
11.0-0 Wa5 12.Wc2 Bfb8 13.Bd1 
Dg4 14.2d2 Aged 15.axe5 Axed 
16.b3 2c8 
The repetition of moves with 16...Wa3 
17.2c1 WaS 18.2d2 Wa3 19.2cl could 
hardly suit Magnus. 
17.404 Wa6 18.263 25 
A disturbing move is 18...c4. 
19.2¢4 
19.e4 2g4. 
19..2d7 20.f4 2g4 21.2xg7 &xg7 
22.23 c4! 23.e3 
23.Qxg4 Qxg4 24.0c3 cxb3 25.Bxb3 
Exb3 26.axb3 Hb8 with initiative. 
23...Wa7 


ee 


This is how Black pulls the opponent 
apart in this opening Look at the great 
number of ‘pain spots’ for White: e3, b3, 
a4. Even Black’s ‘fianchettoed king’ 
doesn’t spoil the picture ©. 
24.He1 cxb3 25.axb3 2f6 26.Ha1 
b4 27.6h17! 


Trampolines are widespread in Tromso. ; 
Magnus Carlsen (on the left) likes to hop 
too, it is healthy. 


27.Qc3 Wxal 28.Hxal Hxal+ 29.2 
Ha? with initiative. 
27...c8 28.Wd1 Wb7+ 


In the end the Elo-favourite outwitted his 
opponent. There is no possibility to pro- 
tect dS and b3 simultaneously. 
29.e4 Exb3 30.e5 4g4 31.axg4 
&xg4 32.Wxg4 Wxd5+ 33.491 He2 
34.Wh3 Wd4+ 35.¢h1 He3 36.Wf1 
Wd2 0-1 
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A picturesque position. The knight a4 
never took part in the struggle. 


The next example deserves special atten- 
tion. The game can be classified under the 
theme ‘production costs’. Do you under- 
stand? I will explain. Even if you plan to 
play the Benko Gambit against a chess 
player who is much weaker than you (at 
least on Elo), keep in mind that if he has 
spent considerable time on preparation 
for the game, he can make your life quite 
difficult. In our opening this happens less 
often, as it is difficult to get a grip on the 
nuances of an obscure and unusual sys- 
tem in only 3-4 hours. However, excep- 
tions do occur. Let the unhappy experi- 
ence of the author help you to be on your 
guard. 

So — we are in a borough in the south of 
Italy... Well, surmising that the amateur 
won't be able to compete in knowledge 
of long theoretical variations, I preferred 
not to prepare for the game, but to swim 
in the pool, to walk, etcetera. Alas, Van 
Hoolandt turned not to be so lazy and 
played on a level far above his Elo rating. 
This was strange enough, as the previous 
year I had beaten him easily and a few 
days after that my wife (~2150) had re- 
peated this convincingly... 


Game 18 
Van Hoolandt,Patrick 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Cutro 2007 (5) 
1.4 c5 2.d5 f6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.g3 &g7 9.292 Dbd7 10.Bb1 0-0 
11.0-0 Wa5 12.Wc2 Hfb8 13.Bd1 
Des 
Arare treatment. 
14.2d2 
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14.25 Korobov-Rasuloy, Rijeka Ech 2010. 
14..Wd8 
14...Ac7 15.a4 Wojtaszek-Rasulov, Budva 
Ech 2009. 
15.b3 Ac7 16.44 


The chess player from Monaco moves ac- 
cording to the best plans of his titled pre- 
decessors. 
16... Wf8 
I have seen manoeuvres like this one 
from time to time. Here the black queen 
is preparing to replace the bishop on 
g7, which is exchangeable in the long 
term. 
17.e4 Ha7 18.h3 2f6 19.Ah2 Hab7 
20.294 &g7 21.2f1 Qxfl 22.6xf1 
Be5 
Perhaps I should have broken loose with 
22.512 23.exf5  WxfS  (23...gxfS 
24.03 £4 2S.DES+) 24.Wxf5 gxfS 
25.He3 Exb3 26.Hxb3 Hxb3 (the end- 
ing looks dangerous but it needs calculat- 
ing) 27.Bb1 Hxbl+ 28.@xb1 bo 
29.a5 AbxdS 30.Axd5 AxdS 31.a6 Ac7 
32.a7 &f7 unclear. 
23.axe5 Qxe5 24.492 f5 25.3 
Wg7 
25...f4. 
26.2e2! 
Patrick is performing on a surprisingly 
high level. 
26..fxe4 27.fxe4 Hf8 28.5f1 Hf6 
29.5xf6 exf6 30.b4 
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30...cxb4 31.Wc6! 
I got the impression that the opponent 
had not 2205 but 2605 Elo ©. 
31..Hb8 32.5xb4 Exb4 33.axb4 
We7 34.2a5 eB 35.Wc8 &f8 
36.2b6 2b2 37.Wc2 Be5 38.05 
Wb7 39.Wc4 f5 40.exf5 gxf5 41.d4 
Axd4 42.Wxd4 Sf7 43.Wd3 Fé 
44.Uxf5 Wxd5+ 45.Wxd5+ Oxd5 


BA 
2 


If had managed to give up all my pieces 
for the g- and h-pawns and my king had 
managed to reach b7, it would have been 
a draw. ‘If, if, if... 
46.5f3 Se6 47.$e4 Df6+ 48.44 
$d7 49.94 &c6 50.2d8 “d7 
51.2h4 Dc5 52.2e1 De6+ 53.he3 
d5 
Trying to build the shadow of a fortress 
with f4, e4, d4, c4. 
54.2d2 &b5 55.h4 2c5 56.95 De6 
57.ee2 Ad4+ 58.4d3 De6 59.h5 
g7 60.h6 @f5 61.96 Axh6 62.gxh7 
7 63.404 


The triumph of White’s strategy. Very 
slow, but steady. 
1-0 


A12) 11..de8 


It seems that besides me very few people 
have played this manoeuvre in recent 
years. The knight is launched on a new 
route: ...@f6-e8-c7-b5, trying to get ex- 
changed against knight c3. Even the para- 
doxical ...&xc3 becomes possible. What is 
the use of such subtleties? The thing is that 
the c3-knight covers the pawn on b2 with 
its ‘body’ and protects pawns a2, d5,e2. 


A121) 12.He1.. 
A122) 12.Wc2.. 


A121) 12.Be1 


This leads to interesting and original po- 
sitions. 
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Game 19 


Docx,Stefan 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Haarlem 2006 (3) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 f6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Axa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.f3 Dbd7 10.Bb1 0-0 
11.0-0 He8 12.2e1 Ac7 13.e4 AbS 
13...2c4 14.3 Hb8 15.Wce2 Qb3 
16.Wd2 Abo 17.2f1 e6 Galliamova- 
Pogonina, Moscow ch-RUS W 2009; 
17...£5!? with counterplay. 
14.De2!? 


see 


Attractive. The knight evades the exchange. 
14... Wb6 15.2e3 Efb8 16.a4 

16.2f1 @P6 17.We2 (17.a4) 17...Ag+ 

18.295 Wa7 19.h3 DeS 20.0xeS BxeS. 
16...¢7 17.b4 

This looks dangerous, but Black can untie 

himself. 17.b3 Af6 18.0d2 Dg4. 
17...2.xe2 18.Wxe2 

18.Hxe2 Was. 
18...Hxa4 19.2h3 Df6 20.bxc5 
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20..Wxb1 21.8xb1 Hxb1+ 22.92 

Exe4 23.Wc2 Heb4 24.cxd6 Acxd5 

25.2d2 
Here a long forced variation follows after 
25.We8+: 25...2f8 26.2h6 Hb8 27.47 
@xd7_ 28.Wxd7 fo 29.Wd2 H1b2 
30.Wel Qxh6 31.Wxh6 Det 32.We3 
Exf2+ 336g] Bbi+ 34.He1 f5 
35.2g2 Hc2 36.Qxe4 fxet¢ 37.Wxet 
Bccl=. 
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White has to give perpetual check. 
25..exd6 26.2xb4 Exb4 27.2c8 
YY 


2 
a 
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How deep can opening preparation be! 
Almost until this end position everything 
had been on the board at my home before 
the game! 


I faced greater difficulties in a duel with 
the future winner of the Cutro Open 
2008, my fellow-countryman grandmas- 
ter Maiorov (Belarus). 


36 


Game 20 


O Maiorov,Nikita 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Cutro 2008 (5) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.93 2g7 9.292 Dbd7 10.Hb1 0-0 
11.0-0 He8 


x Wake) 
ARAGA 
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12.He1 2c7 13.a4 Bb8 
In his preparation Nikita had been focuss- 
ing on the game 13...Qc4 14.e4 Wb8 
15.2f4 2b3 16.Wd2 Db6 17.e5 AcxdS 
18.Qh6 unclear, Babula-Lauk, Heraklio 
Ech-tt 2007. 

14.214 Hxb2 
Flashy, but unfortunately this is not suffi- 
cient for equality. 14...2xc3_ 15.bxc3 
Exb1 16.Wxbl @xd5 17.Qh6 Hes 
18.e4 @Sb6 (18...05f6) 19.e5 dxeS 
20.AxeS Dxe5 21.HxeS Wd6 22.Hel +. 

15.Bixb2 &xc3 


16.52 6 


16...Wa8 17.e4 f6 18.Wc2 (18.e5?! fxeS 
19.AxeS DxeS 20.Axe5 Qxd2 21.Wxd2 
dxeS 22.d6 Wd8 23.Wa2+ c4 24.dxc7 
Wxc7 25.8d5+ &g7 26.We2 Hast) 
18...Qxd2 19.2xd2 Bb8 20.8c3+. 
17.2h6 He8 18.e4 Wb8 19.Wc2 
&xd2 20.2xd2 Wa7 21.h4 Bb8 
21...e6 22.dxe6 Axes. 
22.2¢3 2c8 23.h5 Of8 
23...gxh5. 
24.Bal Da6 
24...gxh5 25.Dh4 Dgs 26.05 Axfs 
27.exfS DeS 28.We2 Wa6 29.WxhSt. 
25.hxg6 hxg6 26.Wc1+ Wd7 27.a5 
Wg4 
27... Db4!?. 
28.4d2 Dh7?! 


The knight is moving too far from the 
queenside. 
29.Wel Db4 30.2xb4 cxb4 31.26 
Ha8 32.a7 
32.8112. 
32...Wd7 33.We3 
33.Wel!?. 
33..Wc7 34.0b3 28 35.2f1 2d7 
36.92 2e8 37.a6 Dd7 
As youcansee, material is not always im- 
portant. In the present situation the 
amount of pawns is equal, however the 
difference in piece activity is significant. 
White supports his passed pawn ‘on the 
long lever’ whereas Black’s b4-pawn is 
still out of touch with his other forces. 
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Maiorov has been conducting the game 
perfectly up to this point, but now he 
makes a mistake. 
38.2a1?! 
With the following line he could have 
won: 38.2b5! Wb7 39.Has “fs 
40.Qxe8 Hxe8 41.0d4 Ha8 42.0c6+—. 
38...Wb6 
38...0c5 39.AxcS dxcS 40.2c4 &g7 
41.Hhl gS 42.f4 Hxa7 (42...2g6 
43.fxgSt) 43.fxg5t. 
39.Wxb6 Dxb6 40.2d4 2a4 
40..0c8 41.Hcl Axa7 42.Hal g5 
43.2c6 b3 44.Axe7+ (44.Qxa7 b2=) 
44... 6f8 45.0654. 
41.0b1 Bxa7 42.Bxb4 ‘d7 43.2c6 
Axc6 44.dxc6 Dc5 
44...De5 45.Hb6 Hc7 46.2b5+—. 
45.0b8+ &g7 46.8c8 De6 47.2c4 
@c7 


= __ 
48.f4 
Stronger was 48.g8+ @hé6 and now: 
A) 48...¢h7 
Al) 49.8b8 Has 50.8b7 cst; 
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A2) 49.Hf8! Had (49..@h6 50.Hf7 
a8 51.Re6 Abo 52.8d7 dS 
53.Hxe7+—) 50.Bf7+ Ghé $1.2d3 Bad 
52.Bxe7 Hxd3 53.Bxc7 Hc3 54. Hc8+-; 

A3) 49.848. 

B) 49.4d8 HaS (the only move; 
49...Ha4? 50.8f1+—) 50.Bd7 HcS 
51.8xc7 Hxc4+. 

48..f5 49.0g8+ &h6 50.2h8+ 
50.27 Bh7 51.Exgé fxete., 
50...497 51.g8+ &h6 52.2h8+ 2-2 


A122) 12.We2 


12...Ac7 13.8d1 &xc3 
Exactly! Now White has to choose which 
piece should recapture on c3. 


A1221) 14.Wxc3, 


14.Wxc3 &xe2 15.2h6 Dé 16.2d2 
The line 16.Qxf8 &xd1 17.2xe7 Wxe7 
18.8xd1 Bxa2= is not dangerous. 
16...2xf3 17.2xf3 Hes 
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An unconventional position has arisen. 
Two bishops against two knights is usu- 
ally risky for the owner of the latter. Nev- 
ertheless Black has the better pawn struc- 
ture here and his counterchances should 
not be underestimated. 


Game 21 

Malakhatko, Vadim 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Bucharest 2008 (6) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 

8.292 297 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.4b1 0-0 

11.0-0 eB 12.Wc2 Ac7 13.d1 

xc3 14.Wxc3 Qxe2 15.2h6 Af6 

16.0.d2 2xf3 17.2.xf3 He8 18.b4 
18.a3 Wd7 19.6g2 Abs 20.Wd3 Hebs 
21.Hel @d4¥ Mlescas Cordoba- 
Stanojoski, Batumi Ech-tt 1999 
18.b3 @bS (18...Wd7 19.Hel Abs 
20.Wd3 @d4 21.2g2 Ha3= Moreto 
Quintana-Kasparov, Erandio open 2007) 
19.Wd3 (19.Wb2 Wd7 20.292 Wrs= 
Berry-Kryvoruchko, Olomouc open 
2005) 19...WaS 20.a4 @d4 with 
counterplay Truskavetsky-Kryvoruchko, 
Lvov ch-UKR jr 2005. 

18...b5 19.Wat 
19.Wel Bc8 20.bxc$ Bxc5 21.Wb2 Ac3 
22.Bcl1 We7 23.8e3 Hb8 24.Wa3? 
(24.Wal=) 24...ab1!F Rombaldoni- 
Shytaj, Reggio Emilia 2006/07. 

19...a3 


A familiar motif — the mechanical stop- 
ping of the a-pawn. 
19...2d4!? 20.Hxd4?! (20.2g2 Ha4 with 
counterplay) 20...cxd4 21.24 Wd7 22.a5 
WES 23.Bb3 We2 24.Ha3 We4 25.2d2 
4d7¥; 
19...@a3 Malakhatko-Tate, Gibraltar Mas- 
ters 2010. 

20.bxc5 Exf3 
20...WaS 21.8g2 @c3 22.Hel gives 
White a slight advantage. 

21.Bxb5 Wd7? 
21...dxc5 22.Hxc5t. 


22.0b3? 
The natural continuation 22.c6 would 
have won: 22...Wh3 23.c7 Wxh6 24.8b8 
Wxd2 25.Hxe8+ Axes 26.coW Wxf2+ 
27.6h1+—. 

22...Exb3 23.axb3 Wh3 24.2f4 
The following line could have led to 
complications that are dangerous for 
White: 
24.2g5 Det 25.\Wat Dxgs 26.Wxes+ 
g7 27.Hd3 (the only move) 27... WES 
28.Wxe7 @h3+ 29.6g2 Wxf2+ 
30.Sxh3 Wfl+ 31.8h4 WES 32.Wg5 
(32.g4 Wht 33.Hg3 Wxh2+ 34.8h3 
Wa++t) 32..Wxd3¥ and surprisingly 
White's position is hardly defensible! His 
king is in danger, for example 33.cxd6 f6 
34.Wcl WS and Black is already 
winning. 

24..dxc5 25.Wf1 
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Rie 
| kaa 

wa 

as 
g 
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oe 
we | 
25... Wxf1+?! 


Probably Black doesn’t have to exchange 
queens. 25..WfS would have meant 
near-equality as the cover of White’s king 
is also weakened, the pawns are fifty-fifty 
and there are no passed pawns. 

26.Sxfl+ Bc8B 
26...d8 27.2e3 (27.d6 exd6 28.Bxd6 
Bxd6 29.&xd6 Dd7 30.he2 f6 31.843 
Sf7 32.Gc4+—-) 27...De4 28.Hd3 Has 
29.f3 Hal+ 30.%e2 (30.g2 Ha2+ 
31.h3 Df2++) 30...Ha2+ 31.Gel 
@d6 32.2xcS Exh? 33.b4 Sf8=. 

27.d6 De4 28.He2 Dxd6 29.Exe7 

£5 30.2b7h5 31.2e5 eB 
Disallowing the white king go to the 
queenside. 
31...68 was an alternative. 

32.2b2 Dg7 33.h4 De6 34.26 &f8 

35.892 
35.e2?? Dd8+. 

35...0c8 36.4f3 &e8 37.he2 
37.He7+ GSf8 38.e4 c4 39.b4 
(39.bxc4 Exc4++) 39...c3-+. 

37..Hc7 38.2b8+ d7 39.4d3 Sc6 

40.$c3 Hd7 41.8c8+ Sb5 42.2b8+ 

Vel 


In a rather fresh game from the Dutch 
Championship, Wouter Spoelman tested a 
new idea deep in this line: 16.He1. I sup- 
pose that his opponent's reaction was un- 
successful, but for the future Black should 
keep this line in mind. 
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Game 22 

Spoelman, Wouter 
@ Brandenburg,Daan 

Boxtel ch-NED 2011 (3) 
1.44 26 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.24c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Of3 Abd7 10.2b1 0-0 
11.0-0 SeB 12.Wc2 Ac7 13.Hd1 
Qxc3 14.Wxc3 Qxe2 15.2h6 AE 
16.2e1!? 


A novelty. 
16.Hd2 Qxf3 17.Q2xf8? 2xg? 18.4xg2 
Wxf8—+. 

16...cxd5 
16...2xf3 17,.Qxf8 and 17...Axg2 is bad 
because of 18.2xe7. 

17.Wd2 2b5 18.2xf8 Wxf8 19.a3 
The position is not easy to play, both with 
black and with white. White's material 
advantage is small (since initially in the 
gambit Black gives up a pawn), and there 
is certain compensation. 

19...2a4?! 
It is more solid to fortify the centre with 
19...e6. Now, by analogy to the game 
White plays 20.b4 (if 20.0g5 &cé and it 
is still unclear how White can strengthen 
his position. There are no absolutely open 
files for the rooks yet) 20...c4 21.@d4 c3 
22.Wel Qa4 23.bS Hb8, which leads to 
the following position (see right col- 
umn): 


The situation is difficult to assess. The 
number of open files has not increased, 
and White's a- and b-pawns are discon- 
nected. 

20.b4.c4 21.d4 
To Black’s misfortune his rook occupies 
the square that was intended for his 
bishop: a4. 

21...2d7 22.b5 e6 
222803 2 

23.b6 Wb8 24.c2 Ha6 
24... Ac6. 

25.b7 Ha7 26.Wd4 Ha4 27.0b4 

Exb4 28.Exb4 Qc6 29.Wxc4d 1-0 
We should take note of Black’s unsuccess- 
ful play — maybe this was a psychological 
effect of the novelty on move 16. 


By the way, Black has the alternative of 
not giving up the bishop and acting more 
or less concretely. This leads to rather ac- 
ceptable play. 


Game 23 

Sandipan,Chanda 

@ Andreikin,Dmitry 

Moscow Aeroflot Open A 2012 (12) 

1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.0f3 2g7 
8.g3 0-0 9.292 d6 10.0-0 Abd7 
11.2b1 De8 12.Wc2 Ac7 13.801 
Db6!? 


14.04 
Earlier this idea was treated in a curious 
way by my old acquaintance, Tigran 
Gharamian (who now has ~2676 Elo): 
14.b3 &xc3 15.Wxc3 DAbxdS 16.Wd2 f6 
17.2b2 We8 18.h4 Qb7 19.23 WE7 
20.e4 Db6 21.e5 QdS unclear, Efimov- 
Gharamian, France 2004. 

14.268 
14..Db5 15.AxbS AxbS 16.b3 We8 
17.2g5 (the bishop can’t go to the long 
diagonal: 17.2b2 Hxa2) 17...He8 18.24 
@xa4! 19.bxat Rxat 20.Wet Qxdl 
21.Bxd1 Wa6  22.Wxa6 Bxa6=, 
Tregubov-Gharamian, France tt 2004. 

15.b3 £5 
If the black bishop comes to f5, this will 
spell disaster for White. 

16.e5 
16.g5. 

16..dxe5 17.095 e4 18.2e3 Qd4! 

19.Wd2 
19. Qxd4 cxd4 20.Hxd4 eSF. 

19...2xe3 20.fxe3 Wd6 21.Bbc1 Hd8 
And Black is OK. 


A1222) 14.bxc3 


As well as in other variations this change 
of the pawn structure gives Black the pos- 
sibility to consolidate the c4-square. 
Pawn c3 obstructs its own dark-squared 
bishop. 
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Game 24 
Van der Stricht,Geert 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Haarlem 2006 (8) 

1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.2b1 0-0 
11.0-0 De8B 12.Wc2 Ac7 13.Hd1 
&xc3 14.bxc3 2c4 


rd 


Restoring the material balance. It is prac- 
tically impossible to protect a2 and dS at 
the same time. 

15.a4 Qxd5 16.2h6 He8 17.e4 2c6 
So, White has two bishops and an outside 
passed pawn. The black king’s residence is 


weakened. However, the computer 
slightly prefers Black, which is correct. 
Why? Let's see. 

18.Ba1 Ha7 


A multi-purpose reorganization. The 
rook evades the X-ray of the bishop on 
g2, protects the pieces on the 7th rank 
and vacates square a8 for the queen. You 
must admit that is a lot of benefits for one 
move. 
19.c4 
19.e5 Qxf3 20.2xf3 AxeS is not terrible. 
19... WaBF 
The queen goes to the corner. We often 
see such motifs in the Benko Gambit. 
Black’s position is definitely better; . His 
pawn structure is a monolith whereas 
White’s pawns are ready to fall (e4, a4). 


41 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


20.Wc3 f6 
Also a common protecting move when 
the g7-bishop is absent. 

21.2h3 AFB 
21...Qxa4 22.Hxa4 Hxad 23.2xd7 HadF 
24,We2 Exf3 25.Qxe8 Dxe8 26.Le3 
with compensation. 
21...Hxa4 22.Hxa4 &xa4 is doubtful be- 
cause of the sacrifice 23.Hxd6!, when a 
long forced variation leads to a draw: 
23...exd6 24.Qxd7 He7 (24...Qxd7 
25.Wxf6 Deo 26.0g5 Hf8 27.We7 
Walt 28.6g2 Hxf2t+ 29.exf2 Wd4+ 
30.hg2=). 

22.a5 


w kale 
* ww Ma 


Ga ere & 


Drawn on strategical grounds. At that mo- 
ment I was leading the tournament and 
didn’t want to take risks. It seems that 
Black has the better position. 


A13) 11..Ab6 12.63 2b7 


Now we will pay attention to some ex- 
treme actions against which I’ve had big 
problems. The abundance of mistakes in 
both the following games is explained by 
the extreme complexity of the positions. 
Even the computer has to think for a long 
time, and it regularly changes its opinion. 
The game with the famous Bulgarian 
grandmaster Chatalbashev took place in 
the Spanish city Figueres, situated near 
the border with France. Please relax once 
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again, take a cup of coffee and enjoy the 
landscapes and townscapes of the place 
where Salvador Dali lived and worked. 
The tournament was held in a big hall of 
the old fortress. The participants sat in 
huge armchairs from bygone ages. 


Game 25 

Chatalbashev,Boris 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Figueres 2006 (6) 

1.d4 D6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Abd7 10.4b1 0-0 
11.0-0 bE 12.b3 2b7 


13.0h4 

13.e4 e6?! is hardly acceptable: 14.dxe6 
fxe6 (14...2axe4 hardly changes the esti- 
mation; in essence White has the advan- 
tage) 15.Wc2 (15.Qg5+  Stanke- 
Sawadkuhi, Hamburg 2005) 15...d5 
16.exdS exdS 17.b4! d4?! (17.88 
18.Qh4+) 18.bxc5 dxc3 19.Bxb6 


ip @ fem 
ry @a 
o wa 


AR 
ASW 
ae 


Irrational sculptures at the Dali 
museum (pay attention to the toes!) 


19...Qd5 20.Hd6 (Black's position is ex- 
tremely difficult after 20.Bd1 Hxa2 
21.Wxc3+—) 20...WaS 21.23 Wxa2 
22.Wxa2 Qxa2 23.0d4 Dg (a desper- 
ate attempt to muddy the waters) 
24.Hc12! (of course 24.2xa8+— would 
win) 24...Hab8 25.2b6 Ebd8 26.@c6 
(26.Bb44) 26...Hde8 


27.Ob4? (27.Ad4+t) 27...Dxe3 28.fxe3 

Bho 29.2d5+ Qxd5S 30.AxdS Bxe3?! 

(zeitnot; Black could fight for the win 

with 30...Hf5 31.Af4 ExcS¥) 31.Bxc3 

%-2 Abeln-Kasparov, Haarlem 2006. 
13..0fd7 14.2b2 Qxc3 15.2xc3 
Exa2 
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Material equality is restored. White now 
tries to cast off his isolated b-pawn, open- 
ing the file for his rook. 


16.b4 
Ww Re 
Cha Y © Yor 3 
a & 4 
as 
B we 
& ra 
x ALA 
ENWHES 
16...2a6?! 


It was the second game of the day (the 
time control was about 6 hours per 
game) and I couldn’t find the more 


promising 16...Wa8 17.bxcS a4! 
18.2d4 HaxcS with initiative. 
17.b5 2b7 18.e4 f6 


Black has lost two tempi and goes over to 
a passive defence which is really difficult 
to break. 
19.2h3 &g7 20.4g2 HeB 21.0f4 
2f8 22.2e6 &cB 23.hal Hxal 
24.Wxal Qxe6 25.dxe6 Wa8 
26.4d5 
26.Wxa8 Hxa8 27Hal Hxal+ 28. 2xal 
@c8 with the threat 29...g5 and 
30...Axe6; 26.Wa6!?. 
26...Wb7 27.2xf6+! 
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27...exf6 28.Wxf6+ &g8 29.Axb6 
Exe6 30.Wd8 Hxe4 31.d1 

White could have kept a greater advantage 

by 31.@c8! d5 32.b6+; 31.Wxd6? Hes. 
31..He6 32.2a1 He2 33.ac8? 

Too late — now Black launches an attack. 
33...Wf7 34.071 He8 35.Wxd6 Hxc8 
36.b6 Wb7 37.2e1 Wd7 38.Wf6 Bc6 
39.Wb2 Wb7 40.Hb1 Se6 41.Wf6 
d4 42.Wd8+ S97 43.Wd5 hS 
44h4 &h7 45.We4 Hc7 46.bxc7 
Wxe4 47.5b8 Of3+ 48.of1 Dd2+ 


49.491 We1+ 0-1 
A2) 10...Wad 
x) 2 & 
aAkABaA 
2 a @a 
Ww BWA 
ey aR | 
AB AB2k) 


Here the ideas intertwine with the varia- 
tion 10...0-0 11.0-0 WaS. Only few 
games have independent value. Here are 
two of them, of the highest level. The fact 
that White is a little irresolute in realizing 
his advantage, is indicative not only of 
Carlsen’s resourcefulness, but also of the 
practical difficulty of White's play in this 
opening, even with an extra pawn. 


Game 26 


Aronian,Levon 
@ Carlsen,Magnus 

Elista at 2007 (1.2) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.20c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.2b1 Wad 
11.0-0 Ab6 
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Black saves a tempo on castling and man- 
ages to put the knight on c4 and his 
queen onaS. 
12.a3 Dc4 13.b4 We7 14.Wad+ 

In the following game, a sturdy Ukrainian 
grandmaster lost control: 14.bxcS WxcS 
15.Ad4 @d7 16.e3 0-0 17.AcbS Adbé 
(17... fb8 18.24 Adbé6 unclear) 18.Hb4 
Efbs 19.Wb3 aS 20.Wb1 Dbct 
21.Hel Hb6 22.He2?! Hab8 23.24 2b7 
24.2c6?! (24.Hc2). White’s pieces on 
queenside will be hanging as usual. And 
as a result of a few inaccuracies Black re- 
captures a pawn and equalizes: 24...0xc6 
25.dxc6 Axc6 26.Hc2 d5. 


& 
FO 
ve & ® 
With equality 
Trignac 2002. 

14..0d7 


in Neverov-Hartvig, 


A non-trivial situation. In the Benko the 
white queen seldom goes to a4. However 
it’s always difficult to guess what move 
Levon Aronian will play. 


15.0b5 

15.b5 Ddbé6 16.Wb3 Qc8 unclear. 
15..Wb8 16.bxc5 2xb5 17.Wxb5 
WxbS 18.2xb5 @xc5 


And this is typical. White's weak extra 
pawn is bereaved of its friend on the 
b-file and the g2-bishop is closed off 
with the stopper at dS. All this gives Black 


enough compensation. 
19.0d2 @xa3 20.2xa3_ Exa3 
21.0e4 Yo-Yo 
Game 27 
Van Wely,Loek 


@ Carlsen,Magnus 
Wijk aan Zee 2008 (10) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Df3 Dbd7 10.2b1 Wad 
11.2.d2!? Ab6 12.b3 Wa3 
A familiar motif is 12...0-0 13.0-0 Hfb8 
14.444. 
13.0-0 
13.2cl Wh4 14.2d2 De4!? 15.Dxe4 
Wxe4 16.h4 Wd4 with compensation, 
Brunner-Vachier-Lagrave, Paris 2007. 
13...0-0 14.He1! 
An interesting idea; as point c2 is vacant 
the knight can drive the opponent's 
queen away from a3 
14..2b7 15.ac2 Wa6 16.e4 De8 
17.a4 Dc7 18.2e1 Hae8 19.b4! Ad7 
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Sakae 
Ww 4 a 
BA 
&B & 
ey & 
aS Bok 
HOWE © 


A key moment. White has achieved a 
huge advantage and now it's time to reap 
the harvest. 
20.0b5!? 
20.bS is natural and strong: 20...WaS 
21.He3! Abo 22.4e2! (maybe in his cal- 
culations Loek hadn't noticed that Black 
can’t capture pawn a4) 22...Wxat 
23. Ha3 We4 24.De3+—. 
20...c8 
20...AxbS 21.axbS WxbS? (21...Wb6) 
22.bxc5 Wa6 23.c6+—. 
21.2h3 f5 22.295 De5 23.bxc5 
Wxa4d 24.0xc7 Exc7 25.c6 &c8B 
26.exf5 Exf5!? 27.f4 Dc4 28.Eb4 
Wa7+ 29.492 Wc5 


30.2b8 
The following line could have ended the 
game quickly and crudely: 30.2xf5 &xf5 
(30...gxf5 31.b8) 31.8b8+ Hc8 
32.Bxc8+ Qxc8 33.Hxe7+—- 

30..0b2 31.Wf3 Wxc2+ 32.He2 

Wb1 33.2xf5 WxfS5 34.94 Wf7 


45 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


35.2xe7 h5 36.2xd6 hxg4 37.We4 
Bh7 38.2xc7 
All roads lead to Rome: 38.Hexb2 &xb2 
39.xc7. 
38...2f5 39.We3?! 
Zeitnot must have played a 
39.Hh8+! wins elegantly: 


role. 


B 

Q gwHe 
& a 

Ame | 

WA 2 

a p= 2B) 


39...2xh8 (39...8xh8 40.We8+ Wxe8 
41.Bxe8++—) 40.We7+-. 

39...Wxd5+ 40.493? 
40.$g1!? Qd4 41.Bh8+!. But it is diffi- 
cult to find a variation like this with only 
a few seconds left, even for a strong chess 
player with an Elo of 2680. 

40...c4 41.Wf2? 
41.Wb3 Whi 42.25. 

41..Wd3+ 42.692 2e4+ 43.Bxe4 


Wxe4+ 44.0f1 Wd3+ 45.We2 
Dd2+ 46.4e1 Df38+ 47.Sf1 Axh2+ 
48.4e1 203+ 49.2f2 g3+ 0-1 


A disastrous denouement! 


A3) 10..Ab6 11.b3 2c8 
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AB1) 12.04.00... 0. ccc ce eee e ee eees 46 
A32) 12.20d2 &f5 13.e4 2¢8 14.2b2 49 


An attractive idea. 12...&c8-f5 is threat- 
ened, after which rook b1 will feel ex- 
tremely uncomfortable, because e2-e4 
cannot be played and returning to al will 
make knight c3 and bishop b2 vulnerable 
(for example, after 12.b2). Now both 
sides should operate very precisely: 
tempo for tempo. 

White has to make an ugly jump with 
the knight in order to control squares e4 
and f5. 


A31) 12.dh4 


12...h6 
With the transparent idea ...g6-g5. 

13.We2 
Now after 13...g5 there is the reply 
14.0f5 

13...Wd7 
Insisting on his plan. It seems that White 
will have to weaken his pawn structure in 
the end, for example 14.e4 Qa6, and 
White cannot castle. But White hasn't got 
to the bottom of the barrel yet. 

14.2b2 
Experience shows that Black's position is 
unenviable. I recommend you to pay at- 
tention to Gustafsson’s crystal-clear play 
in the following game. Unfortunately, 
your humble servant happened to be his 
opponent. 


Game 28 


Gustafsson,Jan 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Deizisau 2002 (7) 
1.d4 £6 2.4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.0f3 dé 
8.93 DAbd7 9.2g2 2g7 10.2b1 Ab 
11.b3 2c8 12.4h4 h6 13.Wc2 Wd7 

14.2b2 g5 15.03 2b7 16.81 
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42.007 
42...exd6 43.He8+. 
43.a7 Bxa7 44.0c6+ 1-0 


Game 29 

Sundararajan,Kidambi 

@ Gareev,Timur 

Chicago 2011 (2) 

1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Bxa6 7.0f3 dé 

8.93 Abd7 9.292 2g7 10.Bb1 AbE 

11.b3 2c8 12.h4 h6 13.Wc2 Wd7 

14.2b2 0-0 
14...Qb7 15.0-0 0-0 16.Bfdi Hfc8 
17.e4 c4 18.Qal (18.b4 Da4 19.Axat 
(19.4f3 @xc3 20.8xc3 Wad with 
counterplay) 19...Wxa¢ = 20.Wxa4 
Exa4¥) 18...8c7 19.£3 cxb3 20.Wxb3 
Da4 21. Dd4t. 


As you see, if the white knight gets to d4, 
the move ...c5-c4 proves unsuccessful. 

21..0cS 22.Wc2 Bae 23.Ac6 Age 
24.0ab5 QxbS 25.BxbS Hb7 26.Bxb7 
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Wxb7 27.e5 hS 28.h3 Dh6 29.Ad4 Dat 
30.8b1 We7 31.Bb4 AcS 32.Wb1 Qxes 
33.QxeS dxeS 34.2e3 1-0 Alexandrov- 
Sivokho, St Petersburg 2008. 

15.0-0 95 16.2f3 Wf5 17.4 
17. WxfS? QxfSF. 

17..Wg6 18.Wd2 0g4 19.Bfet f5 


Black tries to organize counterplay, but all 
White's pieces are harmoniously placed. 
The bishop b2 counterbalancing the 
perpetual ‘monopolist’ on the diagonal 
al -h8 (&g7) is especially annoying. 
20.exf5 Qxf5 21.Bbd1 Hf7 22.h3 
ate 
22...He5. 
23.He3 Wh5 24.We2 
24.94 Dxg4 (24...Axg4 25.hxg¢ Dxgt 
26.Bd3 c4 with compensation) 25.hxg4 
&xg4 26.Dh2 Qxdl 27.Bh3t. 
24...Ke8 25.0b5 
25.94. 
25...abxd5 26.94 


With puzzling complications that are in 

White's favour. 
26..xe3?! 27.gxh5 @xg2 
28.$xg2+— @xhS 29.2c1 Hefs 
30.2c7 e5 31.ad5 &g6 32.ah2 e4 
33.094 Df4+ 34.0xf4 gxf4 35.Wed 
e3 36.fxe3 f3+ 37.491 f2+ 38.0xf2 
Gh7 39.Hd2 Hf3 40.2b2 Axb2 
41.Bxb2 1-0 


A32) 12.Ad2 2f5 13.e4 2cB 14.2b2 


Game 30 
Alexandrov,Alexey 
@ Safarli,Eltaj 

Abu Dhabi 2007 (3) 

1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Af3 Abd7 10.2b1 AbE 
11.b3 Qc8 12.Ad2 2f5 13.e4 Qc8 
14.2b2 Dfd7 15.Wc2 0-0 16.0-0 
Rab 17.Hfd1 DeS5 18.Af3 Abd7 
19.a4 Hb8 20.0xe5 Dxe5 21.0a2 
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Black was ready to carry through ...c5-c4, 
which is why the Belorussian grandmas- 
ter prepares the reply b3-b4. 
At the same time the diagonal for the 
bishop on b2 is opened and this bishop is 
always glad to eliminate its strong ‘part- 
ner’ on g7 

21...Wb6 
21...c4 22.b44. 

22.2¢3 Wa7 
Lurking in ambush. From here the queen 
is looking at f2 and a4. 

23.h3 £5 
Convinced that his prospects on the 
queenside have got worse, Black switches 
over to the opposite part of the board. We 
might mention that the a2-knight is still 
far removed from this battlefield. 

24.exf5 gxf5 
24...Exfs. 

25.2xe5 
A crucial decision. Now the dark-square 
complex will be in Black’s hands. 
No good was 25.f4 2d3! 26.Bxd3 Axd3 
27. Wxd3?? c4+. 
Maybe Alexey didn’t like 25.@h1 f4, 
however after 26.Qe4+— the black king 
feels rather cheerless. 

25...2xe5 26.f4 c4+ 
With counterplay. 


27.eh2 


cxb3 
29.Wxb3 Hb8 30.0b4 2d4 31.Wa3 
Wed 


28.Exb3  Hxb3 
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We can see that trading off the dark- 
squared bishop was premature. 

32.Eixd4 
The only move. 

32...Wxd4 33.dxa6 Bb2 


And again the white knight turns out to 
be misplaced on the very edge of the 
board. 
34.Wf3 
34.94 Wxf4+ 35.Wg3  Wxg3+ 
36.4xg3 fxg¢ 37.hxg4¢ (in case of 
37.2f1 gxh3 38.xh3 &g7, most 
likely the game would have ended in a 
draw) 37...Ha2=. 
34...Hf2 35.Wxf2 Wxf2 
The computer says —+, but I’m not sure 
of this. It seems that White can establish a 
solid fortress, which is demonstrated in 
the following. 
36.0ab4 hS 37.h4 Wd4 38.0c6 
Wxa4 39.axe7+ Sf7 40.0xf5 
Wh4 41.4e3 Sf6 42.4f1 Wel 
43.2h3 Wel 44.eh2 &f5 45.491 
We5+ 46.oh2 Wi2 47.eh3 &f6 
48.0h2 We5 49.273 We8+ 
50.492 Wc2+ 51.491 Ye7 52.0f1 
We5+ 53.492 SdB 54.hh1 WF2 
55.292 Sc7 56.eh2 &b6 57.Hh1 
Sc5 58.eh2 &d4 59.Hh1 &d3 
60.eh2 Se2 61.hh1 Wd4 62.hh2 
Sf2 63.eh1 Wd1 64.gh2 Wo4 
65.oh1 WF5 66.2h2 Wd3 67.¢h1 
Ya-Ve 
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Game 31 


Van Wely,Loek 
@ Berg,Emanuel 
Reykjavik 2008 (3) 
1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.2g2 297 9.Df3 Dbd7 10.Bb1 Abs 
11.b3 &c8 12.ad2 2f5 13.e4 2cB 
14.2b2 2a6 
Unlike Safarli, my teammate in the Ger- 
man team championship hinders White's 
castling on principle. 
15.2f1 Qxfl 16.xf1 0-0 17.492 


We have a situation that is similar to the 
system with early exchanges on fl. But 
here the white bishop has already conve- 
niently settled down on b2, which is al- 
ways to White's benefit. 
17..e6 18.dxe6 fxe6 19.24 d5 
20.ke1 Wd7 21.We2 c4 22.bxc4 
Dxa4 23.2xa4 Exa4 24.cxd5 exd5 
25.2xf6 2xf6 26.e5 2e7 27.Wb5 


Ee 
we 4 
FY 
wha 
x 
a 
YW ALA 
b= pt 


It is obvious that Black’s strategy has 
come to grief. The — for Loek — not very 
difficult technical stage begins. 
27...Wxb5 28.Hxb5 Hd4 29.He2 Hd8 
30.Bb7 &f8 31.4f3 Hb4 32.Ha7 d4 
33.Bc2 Hb5 34.Bcc7 &c5 35.Hf7+ 
Se8 36.2ac7 d3 37.2xh7 2f8 38.e6 
d2 39.e7 


39...2xe7 40.Hcxe7+ &f8 41.Hef7+ 
98 42.5fg7+ 1-0 


B) 10.0-0 

A rather frictionless, non-concrete move. 
10...db6 

Naturally, Black exploits the ‘favour’ of 

the opponent and his knight hastens to 

the cherished square c4. 


BA) 11.2€1 20.0... cc eceseee scene eee 51 
B2) 11.2b1 -53 
B3) 11.Be1 -55 


B1)11.4e1 
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Game 32 

Alexandrov,Alexey 

@ Alonso Garcia,Rene 

Santa Cruz de Tenerife 2006 (3) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 &xa6 7.93 Qg7 

8.2g2 d6 9.Af3 Dbd7 10.0-0 Ab6 

11.He1 0-0 12.dc2 He8 13.He3 

Dc7 14.24 Dc4 15.Wc2 Wbs 
15...b8. 

16.b3 
16.@xc4!? Qxc4 17.We4 and Black will 
have problems with pawn e7. 

16...Wb4 17.4a2 Wb7 


After too many subtleties White loses d5. 
18.2b1 Dxe3 19.2xe3 Oxd5 20.2f4 
20.b4!? @xe3 21.fxe3 Wd7 22.8xa8 
Bxa8 23.bxcSt. 
20...xf4! 
Very creatively played! Black didn’t have 
any good alternatives, though. 
21.2xb7 Dxe2+ 22.492 Qxb7+ 
23.43 Ad4 
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Only two bishops for the queen, however 
all Black’s minor pieces co-operate per- 
fectly, providing him with sufficient com- 
pensation. 
24.Wd2 2d5 25.We3 Hfb8 26.2c3 
Os 
26...&e6F is more solid. 
27.Wd2 Qxb3 28.Efe1 e6 29.0b5 
&xa4 30.2c7 Exb1 31.2xb1 Bf8 


The situation has considerably changed in 
Black’s favour. He has managed to gobble 
up the a- and b-pawns. 
32.Wa2 2c6 33.Hb6 Ad4 34.Bxc6 
Dxc6 35.Wa6 2d4 36.Wxd6 c4 
37.Wc5 


Ee 
A) afa 
a 4 
w 
| sa 
| Ae 
2h 


37...c3?! 
Granting White amnesty. Probably ‘Elo 
magic’ was of influence here. White 
could hardly have escaped after 37...1b8! 
38.Wxc4 (38.f4 hS 39.Wxct Hb2+ 
40.8f1 @fS—+) 38...Rb2+ 39.8h3 
(39.81 Dxf3—+) 39... Axf3—+. 
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38.Wxc3  Db5 = 39.Wc6 = Axc7 
40.Wxc7 h5 41.h3 &f6 42.94 hxg4 
43.hxg4 95 44.f4 Hd8 45.fxg5 &xg5 
46.We5 Va-V2 


Game 33 

Ljubojevic,Ljubomir 

@ Carlsen,Magnus 

Amsterdam 2006 (6) 

1.04 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.Af3 Ag7 

8.93 d6 9.292 “bd7 10.0-0 Abé6 

11.He1 0-0 12.dc2 Ac4 13.He3 
An intricate manoeuvre. Usually, if White 
wants to trade off the knight on c4 he 
plays “f3-d2 (in one move), but here 
Ljubojevic plays @f3-el-c2-e3 — three 
moves! 

13...Wb6 14.Wc2 Hfb8 15.b3 Axe3 

16.2xe3 g4 17.2d2c4 
With counterplay. 


Black has carried out the programmatic 
...€5-c4 quickly and without problems. 
18.h3 cxb3 19.axb3 De5 
Maybe the senior Yugoslav player had 
counted on 19...Wxb3 20.Wxb3 Exb3 
21hxg4 Qxc3 22.Qxc3 Bxc3=. But 
Magnus, as always, tries to fight for a win. 
20.Ha4 
20.8 fb1. 
20..2d7 21.b4 Wb7 22.Bb1 Wc8 
23.b5 2xc3 24.Wxc3 Hxb5 25.2xb5 
Axb5 26.Wxc8+ Hxc8 27.2a7 


In the end White has simplified the posi- 
tion with a steady hand and a draw be- 
comes inevitable. 
27..46 28.Hb7 Hb8 29.Bxb8+ @xb8 
30.e4 Dd7 31f3 f5 32.f2 fxe4d 
33.fxe4 &f7 34.$e3 De5 Va-Ve 


B2) 11.8b1 

Obviously an unwise decision, as now 

Black wins back the pawn instantly: 
11.204 


Game 34 

Cacho Reigadas,Sergio 

@ Vallejo Pons,Francisco 

Palma de Mallorca 2009 (9) 

1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.0f3 2g7 

8.g3 d6 9.2g2 Dbd7 10.0-0 Ab6 
11.2b1 2c4 12.b3 

12.Ad2 Qxa2 13.Oxa2 Hxa2 14.e4 0-0 

15.b4 cxb4 16.Exb4 @fd7 17.03 Was 

18.2g5 (18.ad4 a4) 18...Aa4 
19.Qxe7 Dc3 20.Wb3 


or 
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20...AcS (better 20...Hc8 21.Qxd6 Had 
and the queen doesn’t have a convenient re- 
treat: 22.Wb2 @xe4 (22..Qxd5 23.Hd4 
unclear) 23.Re5 @xeS 24.AxeS Ha2 with 
compensation) 21.&xf8 @xb3 22.2xd6 
(Fabiano has serious problems. There is no 
move to protect him against Hb4-b8+) 
22...£5 23.Exb3 De2+ 24.6h1 Hb2 


25.Hxb2?! (White could have driven 
Black to the verge of defeat by 25.Ha3 
Whb7 26.e5+—. White has sufficient 
compensation and his connected passed 
pawns in the centre present a formidable 
force) 25...Qxb2 26.e5?! (26.Hel) 
26...WxdS 27.0g1 Wd2 28.0af3 Wd3 
29.2c5 Wet 30.2e3 £4 31.gxf4 OxfaF 
Cruz-Caruana, Montcada 2009. 
12..Dfxd5 13.axd5 Qxd5 14.Wc2 
0-0 15.e4 2e6 


x Ww Re 
waa 
@ kes 
a 
& 
& AB 
ABW AL 
ae ae 


White has difficulties to move on the 
queenside. There is no way he can put the 
bishop on the long diagonal (b2). 
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16.2e3 Ha3 17.2c1 Ha6 18.He1 
Wa8 19.a3 


19.e5 FS. 
19...h6 
A strange move for this opening. It’s not 
easy to bring yourself to play 19...c4 
20.b4, as White gets connected passed 
pawns, but after 20...Qd7 the passed 
c-pawn is extremely unpleasant too. 
20.ad2 HcB 21.2f1 Ha7 22.ac4 
“d7 
22..Axc4 23.Axc4 Qxc4 24.Wxc4 Bs 
with initiative. 
23.a4 Hb8 24.2e2 Hab7 25.2d2 hS 
26.2a5 Ha7 27.b4? 


What is this? 27.@c4=. 
27...cxb4 
It is incomprehensible that White aimed 
for 28.b5?, as even 28...BxaS 29.Qxa5S 
Wxa5¥ would be unsatisfactory for him. 
28.Qxb4 Exb4 29.Bxb4 Hxa5—+ 
30.Beb1 Yh7 31.2c4 Hc5 32.We2 
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Axc4 33.Exc4 Wa6 34.2c2 Wxa4 
35.Ba2 Wc6 0-1 


Game 35 
Stojanovic,Mihajlo 
@ Perunovic,Milos 
Belgrade 2007 (2.1) 
1.d4 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 
a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.03 
&g7 8.g3 d6 9.292 Dbd7 10.0-0 
@b6 11.Hb1 Ac4 12.4d2 Axa2 
13.Dxa2 
13.Bal? Qxd5 
Black a clear edge. 
13...Hxa2 14.Wb3 a8 
14...Ha7 
15.Wb5+ Dfd7 16.b4 a4 
The knight immediately rushes to the 
weakened point c3. 
17.Hb3 2c3 18.Wd3 cxb4 19.Bxb4 
Sc5 20.We3 Wa5 21.0c4 0-0F 


14.Bxa8 Qxa8_ gives 


Arare position. Usually rooks don’t call at 
c4. Evidently, the total annihilation of the 
queenside pawns is favourable for Black. 
The board ‘narrows down’, and that is 
advantageous for the side with the 
knights. 

22.2f3 
22.Wxe7 Hfe8 23.Wxd6 Dxe2+ 24.$h1 
@d3-+. 

22...Hae8 
22... Bfe8 

23.Wf4 Od7 24.e4 Bc8 


24...£5 looks logical, emphasizing the 
odd position of White’s queen. 
25.892 De5 26.Exc8 Exc8 27.We3 
waa 
27...@a2. 
28.2b2 Wc2 29.241 Dxf3 30.oxf3 


This looks like a blunder. 30.Axf3 Wxe¢¥. 
30...axd5! 31.exd5 2xal1 32.492 
32.Hxal Hc3—+. 
32..2e5 33.0f3 Hc3 34.Wel 2f6 
35.Wb1 Wd3 36.Wd1 WES 0-1 


B3) 11.Be1 

This line was played in a recent game 
Korobov-Brandenburg. A titanic ding- 
dong battle ended in a draw. 


Game 36 


Korobov,Anton 

@ Brandenburg,Daan 
Aix-les-Bains Ech 2011 (2) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Axa6 7.93 dé 
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8.292 297 9.f3 Abd7 10.0-0 Ab 
11.Be1 0-0 12.2b1 2c4 13.e4 Qxa2 


14.0xa2 Exa2 15.b4 cxb4 
15...c4 16.0d4 a4 17.0c6 Wd7 
18.WF3t. 


16.Exb4 Afd7 17.ad4 We7 18.Ac6 
&c3 


xe 
Waaeala 
Lay 3 4 
& 
bag & 
a a) 
xz OR 
BwWk © 
19.Axe7+ Sg7 20.0c6 Ded 
20...f6=. 
21.8b3 
21.2e3 


21...2xe1 22.Wxel Hc2?! 
22...Hfa8 23.AxeS dxeS. 
23.2b2 Ac4 24.2c3 HaB 25.f4 
25.Qf1 NE. 
25..Haa2 26.2f1 
Bxd2? 
27...xc6 28.2c3+ foF. 
28.fxe5 dxeS 


4d2 27.2xd2 


29.We3 Exh2 
Better was 29...Hd1. 
30.94 
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Time trouble must have been the prob- 
lem, otherwise Anton would have found 
the not so difficult 30.Wc3 f6 (30...2hS 
31.Hb2 Exb2 32.Wxb2+) 31.d6 Wxd6o 
32.Hb7+ Hho (32..Gh8 33.Dxe5+—-) 
33.We3+ g5 34.De7+-. 

30...Wd6 31.We3 h5S 
31...Bh4. 

32.Wxe5+ Wxe5 33.axe5 hxg4 


34.axg4 
34.8b7. 
34..Hh4 35.093 f5 36.4e5 &f6 
37.0d7+ &e7 38.Exg6 Hxe4 
39.d6+ &f7 Yo-Yo 
39...8xd7 40.2b5+ Sc8 41.d7+ Sc7 
42.Bc6+ &xd7 43.Ha6+ he7 
44.Hxa2=. 


The interesting concept of the ‘drifting 
bishop’ was tried in a recent ‘2700+ 
duel’ by Viktor Bologan. And we can con- 
clude that he could have got good coun- 
terplay. 


Game 37 


‘Wang Hao 
@ Bologan, Viktor 

Biel 2012 (5) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
B8.Of3 297 9.2g2 0-0 10.Hb1 2c8 
11.2d2 2f5 12.e4 2c8 13.0-0 2a6 
14.He1 
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14..Dfd77! 
More promising is 14...8d3!? 15.Hal 
Dbd7 16.0f3 (16.2f1=) 16...c4 17.2f1 
(not good is 17.0d4 @xd5) 17...acS 
with fair compensation. 
15.0f3 2c4 16.2f4 Db67! 17.e5+ 
Sxa2 18.Hal &xd5 19.axd5 Exal 
20.dxe7+ Wxe7 21.Wxal d5 22.e6 
fxe6 23.2h3 e5 24.xe5 Wi 
25.Wa7 Gh8 26.He2 Dc6 27.Axc6 
Wxc6 28.He6 Wa4 29.Wxb6 Wdi+ 
30.2f1 Exf4 31.Wxc5 2d4 32.Wc8+ 
S97 33.He7+ Hf7 34.8xf7+ &xf7 
35.Wb7+ e6 36.Wxh7 Wb1 37.b4 
Sd6 38.Wh6 WES 39.Wd2 We5 40.b5 
95 41.Wc2 We4 42.\Wd2 Wg4 43.292 
Sc5 44.Wc2+ Sxb5 45.Wb3+ a6 
46.Wd3+ &b6 47.h3 1-0 


The Border Line 9...Afd7 


xa We & 


awaga 
$0 2 Ban 
BA 


a) AR 


Here we will make a lyrical digression. A 
few years ago I was wending my way to 
Western Europe by bus. Maybe Europeans 


are not used to this way of travelling? It 
differs greatly from comfortably driving 
at 150-200 kilometres per hour on a Ger- 
man or Dutch autobahn. The state of the 
highways in, for example, Poland usually 
allow(ed) cars to move only at a speed of 
60 km/hour as the roads pass through 
villages. 

Moreover (sit tight in your armchair and 
don’t fall off in shock), when I used to 
get the bus in Belarus, the country next to 
Poland, many passengers were being 
jolted in buses coming from... Siberia! 
Look it up on the map. Novosibirsk (Rus- 
sia)-Frankfurt (Main) is about 6,000 
kilometres! Of course, they had a long 
stop in Moscow, but all the same this 
pleasure is not for the faint-hearted. 

So, at the border of Poland and one of the 
former USSR countries there were big 
queues as usual. We had to wait for sev- 
eral hours. Whiling away the time walk- 
ing along a chain of buses, I met a chess 
player I knew. 

Russian grandmaster Mikhail Ivanov told 
me about a recent game with the Volga 
Gambit. Mikhail had lost it, but he had 
applied what seemed to me an interesting 
idea. 

What is thesense of the move 9...fd7 ? 
Black's basic idea, as we have seen above, 
is to put his knights on c4 and d7. But at 
the moment the knight gets to b6 — after 
9..@bd7 10.Hb1 @b6 — White 
constrains it by the pawn move 11.b3. 
Meanwhile, however, the knights can 
swap places: 9...0fd7 10.Hb1 @bé6. Then 
the second knight develops to d7 
(...b8-d7). Can you tell the difference? 
White can’t play the habitual 11.b3 be- 
cause of the bishop's pressure (&g7xc3). 
You must admit that it’s unpleasant to be 
faced with such a surprise without special 
preparation. 
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Mikhail Ivanov 


A) 10.0-0 @b6 ... 
B) 10.We2 Db6 
C)10.2f4/10.2d2.. 


A) 10.0-0 @b6 


(xa Well & 
| Aa@a 


A1) 11.82 28d71 
A2)11.5e1 


A1) 11.2 28d7 12.5d1 0-0 


Game 38 


Maiorov,Nikita 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Minsk 2002 (7) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.93 dé 
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8.292 297 9.Df3 Dfd7 10.0-0 Ab6 
11.We2 D8d7 12.01 0-0 13.ad2 
Trying to prevent the penetration by 
...Dbé6-c4. But Black doesn’t have to play this 
right away, whereas the knight's long stay at 

d2 creates disharmony in White's camp. 
13...Ha7 

13...Qxc3!? 14.bxc3_ (14.Wxc3 Bxe2 

15.Bel Qa6 16.b3 &b7 17.2b2 f6) 

14...Qxe2 15.Hel 2g¢ 16.We4?! (16.c4 

fS=) 16...DeSF with the idea ...2f5; 

13...2b8!?, hoping for 14.b3? Qxe2. 
14.Of1 Dc4 15.De3 

White has to spend several tempi 
15..axe3 16.2xe3 Wh8 17.2ab1 
Hb7 18.b3 Hc8 19.a3 Wc7 20.2d2 
Ecb8 21.He1 


x & 
RWaeada 


2 a a 
BA 
AALS A 
WEARSK 
He f& & 
21..Ha7 
21...2b6!?. 


22.a4 Hc8 23.0a2 Wd8 24.Hbci WIS 
Sometimes Black employs this ma- 
noeuvre before the elimination of the 
bishop on g7. 

25.Wd1 2b7 26.b4 Bca8?! 
26...cxb4 27.Axb4 Excl 28.Wxcl Bxat 
29.Ac6 AF6. 

27.a5 2h6 28.f4 
28.2xh6 Wxh6 29.Hb1. 

28...297 
To disturb his opponent's play Black has 
weakened his pawn structure, which will 
show later. 

29.Wa4 Wd8 30.e4? 
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30.bS? HxaS 31.2xa5 HxaS 32.We2 Ha3 
or 32...xb5, both with compensation. 
30.Wc2. 

30...cxb4 31.2xb4 0c5 
With counterplay. 


4 w & 
mel Wawa 

a FY 
A WA 
we AB 

ras 
a oR 
Bae & 
32.Wc2 


32.8xc5? HxaSF¥. 

32..Hc8 33.2h3 Hc7 34.Wd1 2c8 

35.2f1h5 36.2d2? 

In zeitnot Whiteloses control. 
36.He3 +. 

36.294 37.We2 23 38.292? 
38.2c3 Dxet 39.Bxet Qxc3 40.Axc3 
Bxet (40...Bxc3? 41.Wxc3 Qxet 
42.Wd4+—) 41.Wxe4 BxaS=. 

38...dxe4 


39.Wd3  @xd2 40.Wxd2 2xg2 
41.4xg2 Excl 42.8xc1 Wxa5 43.ab4 
Eb7 44.6c4 2f6 45.h3 Wa3 46.h4 
97 47.2h3 Wb3 48.He4 Wb1 0-1 


The following game was played in the 
first round (we didn’t know the pairing 


in advance, so it was difficult to prepare) 
in a wonderful place — Peterhof, which is 
near St Petersburg. 


Game 39 


Goganov,Alexey 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Peterhof 2008 (1) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Af3 Dfd7 10.\Wc2 Db6 
11.0-0 48d7 12.8.1 0-0 13.b3? 

From time to time White commits this 

oversight. It is dangerous to weaken the 

diagonal al -h8 while the rook is onal. 
13...2xe2 


ee 


It turns out that even when the knight on 
3 is protected tactical blows are possible. 
14.Wxe2 
14.@xe2? is weaker in view of 14...Qxal 
and nobody can catch the bishop. 
14...2xe3 
Still it’s not a disaster for White, but the 
number of pawns is equal now! The 
runaway pawn on d5 may turn out weak. 
The standard pressure upon the a- and 
b-pawns remains as well. 
15.2b2 
The Egyptian player Ezat disentangled his 
pieces more successfully in the following 
game: 15.Hb1 &g7 16.h4 @f6 17.g5 
We7 18. 2e3 -Afb8 19. Bbcl= 
Ezat-Kasparov, Abu Dhabi 2003. 
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15...2xb2 16.Wxb2 Af6 17.95 Wd7 
18.h4 Ha7F 
Also typical for the Benko Gambit. Here 
the rook is well placed. It gets away from 
under the X-ray of the bishop on g?, it 
protects pawn e7 and is ready to get dou- 
bled. 
19.Wd2 Hfa8 20.a4c4 
Breaking up the a- and b-pawn duo. 
21.4 Wd8 22.bxc4 Hxa4 23.Hxa4 
Bxa4 


w & 
aa’ 

a & &as 

& ay 
xZMAW 8 

& 

AQ 

x 7) 


Black’s successes are clearly visible. His 
pawn structure forms a single whole 
whereas White has two islands and a 
not-too-good bishop obstructed by its 
own pawns. 

24.Bb1 Abd7 
The principled 24...axc4!? is good as 
well. 

25.na1 Wb6 
More accurate — gaining a tempo. 

26.Wc3 Hxa1+ 27.Wxal Des 
With play on one flank a knight is not in 
the least weaker than a bishop. 

28.Wel Dfg4 29.We2 Wd4 30.2h3 
No good either is 30.2f1 @xc4 31.f3 
(31.Wxct Wxf2+ 32.6h1 Wh2#) 
31... Wxd5—+. 

30..h6 31.4e4 f5 32.axg4 fxed 

33.2e6+ &g7 
With the complete centralization of 
Black’s pieces, nothing threatens his 
king. 
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34.Wa2? Wdi+ 35.492 Af3 
36.Wb2+ Yh7 37.Wc3 Wg1+ 0-1 
38.@h3 hS with inevitable mate. 


Game 40 


Dobrev,Nanko 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Guingamp 2004 (6) 

1.04 @f6 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.c4 bS 

5.cxb5 a6 6.bxa6 2xa6 7.2c3 dé 

8.93 &g7 9.292 Afd7 10.0-0 Ab6 

11.82 
11.Qd2 @8d7 12.We2 0-0 13.Hel c4 
14.Ade4 Qb7 15.Hd1 Bas 16.2d2 Was 
17.2g5 He8 18.@xe7 was unclear in 
Antonsen-Skytte, Borup 2010. 

11...08d7 12.Hd1 0-0 13.b1 c4 

14.b3 
14.0d2 WaS 15.Axc4 Qxct 16.2d2 
&xc3 (16...Wa6?! 17.b3 Bxe2 18.0xe2 
Wxe2 19.Hel Wao 20.a¢+ Van der 
Stricht-De Jong, Antwerp 2010) 17.&xc3 
Wxa2= Neverov-N.V. Pedersen, Dieren 
2010; 14.2h3 Qc8 (14...AdeS!?) 15.b3 
Da3 16.2xa3 Hxa3 17.Db5 Has 18.04 
was unclear in Schandorff-Skytte, Den- 
mark tt 2010/11. 

14...Wad 
A well-known idea for Black in this line. 
The knight on c4 prevents the cl-bishop 
from protecting the knight on c3. 

15.004 
Such a manoeuvre is sometimes em- 
ployed, but now Black gets a better posi- 
tion. 
15.bxc4 Wxe3 16.Wxc3 &xc3 with 
compensation for the pawn. The pawns 
on c4 and a2 are weak. 

15...2b5 16.0d2 
16.bxc4? Bxa4; 16.DxcS DxcS 17.bxc4 
(17.a4  @xat = 18.bxc4 = Wee !F) 
17...@a4¥ — in all these lines Black has a 
better position. The absence of the 
g2-bishop is felt. 
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16...Acb6 17.Axb6 Axb6 
Typical for the Benko. Hardly does White 
take a wrong step and he already lands in 
an extremely difficult situation. You 
won't see this in quieter openings. The 
pawns on a2 and e2 are hanging. 

18.a4 2xe2 19.He1 Wa6 


x x 
a 


Good advice is expensive for White. 
Maybe the position is already technically 
lost. 

20.We4 
20.Ac4 Bxc4 21.bxc4 Wxe4 22.Wxc4 
@xc4 23.Hxe7 Hxa4F. 

20..2d3 21.Wxe7 Qxb1 22.Axb1 

Wd3 23.Wxd6 Wxb1 
23...Wxb3!?. 

24.Wxb6 c4 
The passed pawn turns the scale. 

25.d6 Zab8 26.Wc7? 
More stubborn was 
27.2f4. 

26...cxb3 27.a5 b2 28.a6 Hbc8 0-1 


26.WaS cxb3 


Game 41 


Topalov,Veselin 
@ Leon Hoyos,Manuel 
Mexico City KO 2010 (1.1) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Axa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Dfd7 10.0-0 Ab6 
11.Wc2 8d7 12.8d1 0-0 13.b1 
Qxc3 14.Wxc3 Qxe2 15.2h6 AE 
16.Hd2 &xf3 17.2xf3 Hes 


This position bears a strong resemblance 

to the one in Malakhatko-Kasparov; only 

here the knight is on bé6 instead of c7. 
18.b3 Dbd7 19.24 Wa5S 20.Wxa5 
Bxa5 21.h3 c4 22.bxc4 Hxa4 23.c2 


Hc8 24.2bct e5 25.22 e4= 
x & 
Aa’ 
4 42 
By. 
XMAMA 
BA 


E28 
& & 


Let’s not analyse in detail and criticize the 
grandmasters’ play, as this was a rapid 
game. We can simply state that Black has 
gained sufficient counterplay. 
26.92 f5 27.2e3 Sf7 28.94 f6 
29.f3 Ha3 30.2h6 Ha7 31.c5 Exc5 
32.8xc5 dxc5 33.Hxc5 Ha2 34.of1 
fxg4 35.hxg4 Ha3 36.2c1 
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36...2b3 

36...Hal 37.2 Ha2 38.Sf1 Hal= 
37.d6 Dfd7 38.2c7 Hb6?? 

38...Be6. 
39.f4 Hxd6 40.fxe5 Dxe5 41.295 
Hd7 42.8c5 “d3 43.c3 “b4 
44.512 Dd5 45.204 e6 46.5f3+ Yg7 
47.493 Hf7 48.2h6+ &g8 49.2b3 
Bc7 50.2xd5 exd5 51.2d3 Hd7 
52.014 Sf7 53.%e5 g554.0f3+ 1-0 


Game 42 

Burmakin, Vladimir 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Deizisau 2003 (5) 

1.04 OF6 2.f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.c4 bS 

5.cxb5 a6 6.bxa6 2xa6 7.c3 g6 8.93 

&g7 9.292 Dfd7 10.0-0 Ab6 11.2 

®8d7 12.8d1 0-0 13.e4 Ac4 14.ad2 
I don’t think the exchange of bishop for 
knight is a good idea: 14.8d27 Whe 
15.Ha4 WbS 16.Habl1 @xd2 17.Bxd2 
Was (17...Rf8F) 18.2h3 Qc8 19.b3 
DeS 20.DxeS QxeS 21.Axc8 Hfxc8=. 


xk & 


A knight is rarely useful on a4, but its 
transfer to c4 is connected with the loss of 
pawn a2: 22.0b2 (22.g2 c4 with 
counterplay) 22...Wxa2 23.2c4 Wxbl+ 
24.Wxbl Hal 25.Wfl Bxfl+ 26.&xfl 
&g7 27.Ha2 Hb8 — after mass exchanges 
Black has restored the material balance and 
the chances are absolutely equal, Zhao 
Xue-Illingworth, Queenstown 2012 
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14...0xd2 
14... Dde5. 


15.2xd2 De5 16.2e1 Wb6 17.Hab1 c4 


x 
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Please pay attention: after the bishop has 
left for e1 (it still can’t jump to e3-d4) 
and the f3-knight has been exchanged, 
..€5-c4 gives Black good play as White 
does not have the manoeuvre @f3-d4-c6 
18.b4 cxb3 19.Wxb3 Wa7 
19...Wxb3 20.axb3 @d3 21.2d2 Bfc8F; 
21...@d4 with initiative. 
20.04 2c4 21.Wc2 
21.8b7 @d3 
21..Bfc8 22.Bb4 


22...Kab8 
Without exchanging the rooks there were 
other ways to pose White difficulties, for 
example 22...Wa5!?. 
23.Bdb1 Bxb4 24.Bxb4 Wed 
25.2b5 @d3 
The magic of Elo. I chose a simple, solid 
line, but there was a considerably stron- 
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ger one: 25...2xdS! 26.WxcS dxcS 
27.Hb1 (27.Qa7 Ha8; 27.exdS cxb4 
28.Axb4¥) 27...2a2F. 


a ALR 
& & 8 


The rook doesn’t have a convenient re- 
treat square. 
26.Hb1 xe1 27.Exe1 2xb5 
28.Wxc5  Exc5 29.axb5 Hxb5 
30.2f3 Hb2 Vale 


A2) 11.21 


The placement of the rook on this square 
guarantees against the blow ...Qa6xe2, 
which we have seen in the lines with 
Hfi-d1. Nevertheless two rather recent 
examples from my practice show good 
counterplay for Black in this line, too. The 
fact that I did not manage to win either 
game testifies only to the defensive 
ingenuity of the Bulgarian grandmaster 
Chatalbashev. In general the initiative was 
in Black’s hands during the entire game. 


By the way, I once again draw the reader's 
attention to the fact that my opponents, 
with white, seemed to have played with- 
out special preparation. The first game is 
from a team tournament, where for many 
the result is not always important, and 
players don’t know at all who will be 
their opponent in advance. The second 
game was played in the first round and 
the pairing was unknown in advance. 
This shows that it is awkward to struggle 
extemporaneously against the Benko 
Gambit. 

11...08d7 12.e4 0-0 13.2f1 
And what else can | advise? Black carries 
out his plan, but what should White do? 
He tries to reduce the pressure on the di- 
agonal f1-a6. 

13...2xf1 
Here the roads diverge, as we will see. 


Game 43 

Dambacher,Martijn 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Germany tt 2010 (7) 

1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 

8.292 297 9.Af3 Dfd7 10.0-0 Ab6 

11.Be1 A8d7 
11...0-0 12.e4 (12.8f4 @c4t 13.Wel 
He8 14.2h6 Qh8 15.0g5 A@d7 
16.2h3+) 12...0c4 13.We2 @d7 14.b3 
WaS 15.e5¥ Podgaets-Karasik,4 blitz. 

12.e4 
12.Wc2 @c4 13.63 WaS 14.bxc4 
Wxc3—+ Rodshtein-Kasparov,6 blitz. 

12...0-0 13.21 
13.We2 Bc4 14.2f1 (14.2f4 Was 
15.Bacl Hfb8= Eperjesi-Burghardt, Bu- 
dapest 2008) 14...WaS 15.Qd2 @xd2 
16.Axd2= Rodshtein-Kasparov, Internet 
blitz 2006. 

13...2xf1 14.8xf1 
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14...We8 15.492 Wa6 
This looks logical. The queen takes over 
the bishop's post. 
16.Wc2 Ac4 17.b3? 
In this opening even a mistake of this 
kind is enough to cause a situation where 
it's hard to escape for White. 
17..Wa5SF 
One of White’s most typical problems is 
his inability to defend the knight on c3. 
18.404 Qxal 19.Wxc4 De5 20.We2 
Axf3 21.xf3 


21.297 22.492 Wa6 23.Wf3 c4 
Banal and natural. It is necessary to open 
up the file for the rooks. 

24.2b2 Hfb8 
In case of 24...8xb2 25.axb2 Wxa2 
26.Axc4 Hfb8 27.He3 White is holding 
out for a little longer. 

25.2x97 &xg7 26.Wc3+ tg8 

27.He3 Hc8 28.Wd2 Hab8 29.n4 

Hc730.Wc2 Wc8 
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The realization is rather simple: destruc- 
tion of the white queenside (the a- and 
b-pawns). The knight on a¢ is passive as 
usual. 
31.Wd1 
31.8c3 cxb3-+. 
31...cxb3 32.axb3 Hci 33.Wd4 Wa6 
34.2d3 Hb1 35.We3 H8xb3 36.2c3 
Hci 37.5 Wc4 0-1 


Game 44 
Chatalbashev,Boris 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Bad Liebenzell 2010 (1) 
1.04 @f6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.c4 bS 
5.cxb5 a6 6.bxa6 d6 7.c3 Qxa6 
8.93 297 9.292 ADfd7 10.0-0 Db6 
11.Be1 
11.Qf4 D8&d7 12.Ad2 0-0 13.Hel Des 
14.Bcl Dbc4 15.b3 a3 was unclear in 
Grigore-Jianu, 2nd Limpedea Cup, Baia 
Sprie 2010. 
11..08d7 12.e4 0-0 13.2f1 &xfi 
14.0xf1 Wc8 15.295 He8 16.Hc1 
Waé 
16...&xc3!? seems unsafe, yet the com- 
puter coolly advises precisely this move: 
17.Exc3 Hxa2 18.b4 Wa6 19.bxcS AxcS 
20.2e3 Abd7 21.e5 Det 22.Hc6 
WsF. 
17.b3 2xc3 18.2xc3 Wxa2 
The material balance has been restored. 
What does White have besides the weak- 
ness of his b-pawn? 


rd 


64 


19.h4 Wb2 
19... DF6!?. 

20.2e3 £6 
Standard and solid. White will not avail of 
the e4-e5 break for along time. 

21.2f4 Ha2 22.0h2 Hea8F 23.Wg94 

Of8 
This line seems unduly impudent. 23...f5 
24.WE3 (24.exfS Df 25.WE3 Dbxd SF) 
24... Df6F. 

24.26 Dbd7 25.2xf8 
Chatalbashev offered a draw, but Black’s 
position is already considerably better be- 
cause of the b-pawn. 

25...0xf8 
25...He5!? 26.\We6+ Sxf8 and as the 
f2-pawn is unable to move, the knight on 
eS is very strong. 

26.Wf3 Hal 27.We2 
27.e5 fxeS 28.Ag4 hS—+. 

27...\Wxe2 28.Bxe2 H1a3 
It is logical to keep all the rooks in order 
to exert more pressure upon the pawn. 

29.8b1 Hb8 30.heb2 Bb4 


In this position the difference in activity 
of the rooks is appreciable, but will Black 
manage to convert it into something 
real? 

31.3 Qd7 32.494 Ha8 33.492 Hf7 
33...Hab8!? 34.He3 DeS 35.0c2 H4bo 
36.b4 @d3 37.Hb3 Axb+4 is good too, 
for example 38.6f1 @xd5 with a win- 
ning advantage. 

34.2e3 De5 35.f4? 

Zeitnot. 

35..Hxe4 36.fxe5 Hxe3 37.exd6! 

exd6 38.b4 c4 
38...cxb4? 

39.82 Bb3 40.2bc1 
40.Exb3? cxb3 41.Bc7+ Be8 42.8c3 
(42.8cl Hb8-+) 42...Ha3 43.6h3 
b2-+. 

40...Haa3 


It is not clear whether 40...Hxb4 leads to 
a win, for example 41.Bxc¢ Uxc4 
42.Bxct BaS 43.Bc7+ (-0.90) 
43.98 44.Hd7 Hxds 45.@f2 Hd3 
46.g4 Hh3 47.h5 gxhS 48.gxh5 HxhS 
49.Bxd6 

41.Bxc4 Hxg3+ 42.h2 S97 
42...f51?. 

43.0b1 Hgb3 44.Bxb3 Hxb3 

45.0c6 Exb4 46.293 Hb3+ 47.292 

Bh6 48.8xd6 GhS 49.8xf6 oxh4 

50.d6 Hd3 51.¢f2 295 52.Bf7 hS 

53.d7 
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53...h4? 
Better was 53...@g4! 54.@e2 Hd5 
(54...Hd6 55. Bf6=) 55.3 g5 56.44 
Hdl 57.e5 h4 58.e6 h3 59.Hf2 
(59.8f8? h2—+) 59...g3 60.05 g4 


61.8dS Hxd5 62.@xd5 h2 63.d8W 
hiW+F. 

54.%e2 Hd5 55.6f3= Va-"la 
B) 10.We2 Ab6 


In most cases here the ideas intertwine 
with those considered above. We will 
only analyse the lines that have independ- 
ent value. 


BA) 11.2d2.......... cece cece ee ee ee 65 
B2) 11,N4 .... eee e cece ee ee 67 
B1) 11.ad2 

Next I present a game from the 


Belorussian championship. Viacheslav 
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Dydyshko, the future champion, was in 
excellent form and slowly but steadily 
overcame the floundering author. 

Despite the successful result for White 
there was no-one who wanted to repeat 
this experiment. In fact, Black had several 
possibilities to deviate from the losing 
line, even in the opening. 


Game 45 

Dydyshko, Viacheslav 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Minsk ch-BLR 2006 (8) 
1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 Qxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.0f3 Afd7 10.We2 Ab 
11.2d2 A8d7 


The standard line is 11...0-0 12.0-0 
&xc3 13.bxc3 Bxe2 14.Hel. 
The continuation 11...c# 12.a4 0-0 


13.0-0 @8d7 14.25 @c8 15.Ha4 (or 
15.@ce4 We7) 15...AcS is also possible, 
with counterplay. 


12.b3 0-0 13.2b2 15 
Ww Fel) 
am Ba 
i a 4 
| as sb 
MAW A 


| __ pay 
ABWHAAAR LA 
p=4 & p=¢ 


Trying to cut off pawn d5 from its main 
defending forces, and then to surround 
and destroy it. 
13...2b7 14.0-0 fe 
16.Bfdl Ag4t 
14.0-0 Sf6 15.Hfe1 Qb7 16.e4+ 
Axe4 17.Acxe4 fxe4 18.Axe4 2xb2 
19.Wxb2 &xd5 20.a4 


15.e4 Ra6 
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20...2b8 


Relaxing is dangerous: 20...e6 21.25 Ac8 

22.Wd2 Hfs 23.94 Bf8 24.Ag5+—. 
21.a5 Dc4 22.Wc3 DeS 23.0f6+ 
Exf6 24.2xd5+ e6 25.292 

Material is equal, but the a-pawn is ex- 

tremely unpleasant. 
25..We7 26f4 Ad7 27.2h3 Sf7 
28.We3 Zf8 29.Ha4 Ha8 30.Wc3 
Wa7 31.2h1 Eb8 32.We3 h5 33.b4 
Wd7 34.ea1 cxb4 35.a6 &g8 
36.Wd4 Bf7 37.2xb4 Hxb4 38.Wxb4 
We6+ 39.292 d5 40.Wd4 Hc7 
41.2f1 Hc8 42.2d3 Ha8 43.692 
Sf7 44.Ha2 d7 45.0b2 Hxaé 
46.2xa6 Wxa6 47.2c2 Wd6 


The exchange for a pawn. It’s quite clear 

that Black should be able to hold his 

ground. Unfortunately I didn’t manage. 
48.h3 Wb8 49.2a2 Wc8 50.94 hxg4 
5t.hxg4 We5 52.Wxc5 9 Axcd 
53.Ha7+ &f8 54.4f3 Ded 55.he3 
95 56.fxg5 Axg5 57.of4 Df7 58.95 


97 59.He7 e5+ 60.4f5 &f8 61.2a7 
4 62.96 Dd6+ 63.he6 d4 64.dxd6 
d3 65.%e5 d2 66.2f6 1-0 


B2) 11.h4 


Definitely a fresh idea. The logic of this 
plan is as follows: Black has spent three 
tempi for the development of his knight, 
which has also left the kingside. Why not 
attack the castled king’s position? Accord- 
ing to my database, this was first played in 
Mumbai (Bombay), 2010. The Indonesian 
master playing black did not expect this 
surprise and fell into a deadlock instantly. 


Game 46 
Sundararajan,Kidambi 
@@ Situru,Nathanael 

Mumbai 2010 (4) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 &xa6 6.4c3 g6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Af3 Dfd7 10.Wc2 Abs 
11.h4 h5 12.095 D8d7? 13.He6! 


x We x 
akAS 
\2@ BANA 
BA a 
ay 
ws a) 
AAWHRABRS 
He Se Be 
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13...fxe6 14.dxe6 De5 15.f4 Dd3+ 
16.exd3 Wc8 17.0-0 0-0 18.2e3 
18.2xa8 @xa8 19.Hel “c7 — Black tries 
to create counterplay but White’s material 
advantage is huge. 
18..2b7 19.Hfe1 Ha7 20.a4 Was 
21.2xb7 Wxb7 22.Ab5 Haa8 23.d4 
BfS5 24.dxc5 dxc5 25.2f2 d5 
26.We4 Wc8 27.Had1 Af6 28.Wc2 
4g4 29.8d7 Axf2 30.dxf2 2f6 
31.492 Ha6 32.We4 Yg7 33.He2 
hE 34.b3 Wb8 35.Wb7 Wxb7+ 
36.Exb7 c4 37.bxc4 Exa4 38.0d6 
HfaS5 39.de8 &d4 40.Bxe7 Hal 
41.8d7 Hg1+ 42.4f3 Ha8 43.Bxd4 
Exe8 44.e7 &g7 45.8d8 &f7 


46.Hxe8 &xe8 47.2e6 1-0 
Game 47 
Schandorff,Lars 
@ Skytte,Rasmus Fee 
Borup 2010 (4) 


1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 2xa6 7.93 2g7 
8.2g2 d6 9.AF3 DAfd7 10.We2 AbE 
11.h4 h6!? 


\x3a We x 
2) 


a & & 4 
A flexible move. One would think that it's 
the right decision, for what is the use of 
weakening oneself by ...h7-h5? 

12.Hh2 Dc4 13.h5 g5 14.0-0 
14.Dg4 Dd7 

14...0d7 15.094 Wad 
Does anybody understand what the 
knight, which has spent several moves on 
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the manoeuvre @g1-f3-h2-g4, is doing 
on g4? Itlooks nice, but what next? 
16.a3 


16.f4 a3 17.Wd2 f5 18.He3 Qd4 
19.8h2 &xe3 20.Wxe3 @f6 with 
counterplay. 


16...0db6 17.2d1 Wa4 18.b3 Wd7 
18...Axa3 19.Bxa3 Wxg4 is unclear. Still, 
this way some use for the knight was 
found after all. 

19.bxc4 
19, @h3!? £5 is unclear. 

19...2xa1 Vale 
Interestingly, during the next confronta- 
tion between these opponents (in 2011) 
9...Afd7 was played again and Schandorff 
did not repeat 11.h4. There have been no 
others willing to try this kingside ap- 
proach yet. White weakens square g4 and 
the future position of his castled king. 


C) Other lines. 


Other lines are incidentally played: 
10.2£4 or 10.242. 

The examples from personal practice that 
I will bring to your attention followed 
different scenarios, but they all came to 
an illogical end. This is what makes chess 
beautiful — like any other sport (?). 

In the Russian team championship I was 
put under pressure by a skilled grandmas- 
ter. During the entire game the assess- 
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ment was fluctuating within the +/+— 
range. Nevertheless, by making use of an 
inaccuracy by Yakovich in the ending I 
managed to escape. 

In a small Czech open, on the contrary, I 
was dominating throughout the game 
with a local amateur, but several zeitnot 
mistakeseven led to my defeat. 


Game 48 

O Yakovich, Yury 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Sochi tt-2 2004 (9) 
1.d4 DF6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 297 9.Af3 DAfd7 10.2f4 AbE 
11.1 


The plan of the Russian grandmaster be- 
comes clear. White intends to exchange 
the fianchettoed bishop on g7. 
11..n6 12.0-0 28d7 13.hd1 Ac4 
14.b3 


A key moment. Black couldn’t castle be- 
cause of the loss of pawn hé. But now he 
should have played the sharp ...g6-g5. 
14..ce5? 
14...g5!2 1S.bxc4 (15.Qd2 @xd2 
16.Wxd2 WaS with counterplay; 15.2e3 
@xe3_ 16.Wxe3=) 15...gxf4 16.gxf4 
Was 17.He4 Qxal 18.Wxal Bg8F. 
15.axe5 Dxe5 16.2b1 &c8 17.04 
Of5 18.2e4 Qxe4 19.0xe4 Wd7 
20.d2 Hb8 21.2xe5 2xe5 22.0c4 


From the strategic point of view Black’s 

position is very bad. 
22.297 23.a5 hS 24.ac6 HcB 
25.h4 e6 

The only way to create counterplay. 
26.e4 0-0 27.b4 cxb4 28.Exb4 exd5 
29.exd5 Hfe8 30.He1 2e5 31.Hc4 
Ha8 32.492 &g7 33.25 Wh7 
34.0b4 Wd7 35.Wb1 Hec8 36.2b7 
Hce737.2xc7 Wxc738.Wb6 Wc8 


It’s difficult to imagine that White didn’t 
win this. Yakovich has been pushing 
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slowly but surely, like a tank, until this 
moment. 
39.2xe5 dxe5 40.d6?! 
40.Exe5 Wc3 41.He3 WxaS 42.Wd4+ 
Bh7 (42.8 43.d6 Hd8 44.47 Wbs 
45. He7+—) 43.Be7+-. 
40..5a6 41.Wc7 Wa8+ 42.491 
Hxa5 43.Wc3 &h7?! 
43..Wd5 44.47 Had 45.Bxes Wd2 
46.He3+ Wxc3 47.Exc3 Hd2 48.Bc7 
ofo=. 
44.Bxe5 Ha3 45.Wd2 Ha2 46.Wd5 
Wxd5 47.xd5 Ha8 48.492 &g7 
49.94 hxg4 50.493 Sf6 51.4xg4 
e6 52.2d1 Sd7 53.h5 Ha4+ 54.f4 
gxh5+ 55.95 h4 56.f5 h3 57.2h1 
Yo-Yo 


Game 49 


Bazant,Petr Sr 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Stare Mesto 2005 (7) 

1.04 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.93 d6 7.c3 Bxa6 

8.292 297 9.03 Dfd7 10.2d2 DbE 

11.b3 
At first sight White has managed to con- 
strain the black knight, however pawn d5 
is exposed to, attack now. It is unrealistic 
to try and protect it by the queen, as the 
d2-bishop cannot leave the knight on c3. 
A quite ‘exclusive circle’. 

11...2b7 12.e4 2a6 
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Having lured the pawn to e4 Black pre- 
vents White's castling. 
13.2f1 Wc8 

My friend grandmaster Yury Solodov- 
nichenko (Ukraine) once reacted more 
logically: 13...0-0 14.2xa6 @xa6 (the 
knight is quite well placed here) 15.0-0 
c4 Housieaux-Solodovnichenko, Con- 
dom 2005. More promising is 15...f5!? 
16.4g5 “c7 with counterplay. 


I don’t think that the weakening g2-g3 is 
an adornment of White's position. 
14h4 Qxfl 15.éxfl hS 16.492 
©8d7 17.a4 @f6 18.Wc1 Abd7 
19.He1 g4 20.24 0-0 21.Ha2 Wa6 
22.Wc2 Hfb8 23.Hb1 Hb4 24.2d2 
cat 


x & 

akae 

w a a 
& a 
(Ala AD AaR 

Aw aK 
He AS) 


Black evidently has the initiative, and all 
his pieces interact harmoniously. Please 
note how good his knight feels on g4 af- 
ter the weakening h2-h4. 

25.2d1 cxb3 26.2xb3 Hxb3?! 
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Simpler and better was 26...Hxa¢ 
27.Bxat = Wxat = 28.Wc6 = Wxb3 
29.Wxa8+ DBF. 


27.Wxb3 2c5 28.Wb1 Wed 29.a5 
Dxe4 30.a6 Axd2 31.axd2 Wxd5+ 
32.f3 


x ei] 
a£a8 
& a a 
Ww Fy 
ak 
AB 
p=4 uN & 
wna 
32.244? 


I don’t remember what prevented me 
from noticing the simple 32...xa6! 
33.Bxa6 Wxd2+ 34.$f1 Dh2+ 35.g1 
Axf3+ 36.Gf1 Bd4—+. 

33.2e4 De5 34.0d2 Ac6 
34...We4 35.\Wb7 Bxa6 36.Wxe7 with 
huge complications. 36.B&xd4 Wxd4 
37.Wxa6 Wxd1—+. 

35.Wb7 Ha7? 36.adc3 
36.Wc8+ Sg7 37.Adc3 We4 38.Bxd4 
Wxa6 39.Wxa6 Hxaot. 

36...xb7 37.dxd5 Ha7 38.0c2 2e5 

39.8¢c8+ 97 40.0b4 


40...2b6? 
Acontrol move(?). 40...2b2=. 


41.2c3 2c5 42.b5 Hd7 43.ad5 
Sc4 44.0c7 Bxc7 45.adxc7 &f8 
46.a7 Qxa7 47.2xa7 e6 48.2c8 
De3+ 49.hf2 DFS 
Further on White checkmated confi- 
dently with two knights against a pawn, 
which rather surprised your obedient 
servant. 


The Line 9...0-0 
This line usually has no independent 
value. We will only consider an idea of 
Russian grandmaster Vadim Zviagintsev. 


10.0-0 2b7 


In the games given below the struggle 
swayed from side to side. Vadim easily 
equalized with Yakovich. Against Vazquez 
Igarza he took over the initiative and tore 
the white position to pieces. Only the 
most experienced Evgeny Bareev com- 
pelled him to defend. 


Game 50 


Bareev,Evgeny 
@ Zviagintsev, Vadim 

St Petersburg 2009 (4.2) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 Bxa6 7.93 dé 
8.292 Q2g7 9.Df3 0-0 10.0-0 2b7 
11.2e1 Dbd7 12.h3 Ab6 13.e4 Dfd7 
14.Wc2 Dc4 15.Ab5 
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15...2a6 
Usually 15...WaS 16.Wxc4 Be is possi- 
ble: 17.We2 (17.2xe5?  Wxel+) 
17...Axf3+ 18.2xf3 Ba6 with compen- 
sation. 
16.Wxc4 Wa5 17.295 Qxb5 18.We1 
Bfe8 19.2d2 Wa4 20.2c3 Qxc3 
21.Wxc3 
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White has achieved the exchange of the 59.bxc4 dxc4 60.Exh4 c3 61.Ha4 


bishop on g7 1-0 
21..We4d 22.Wd2 2a6 23.2f1 Wad 
24.b3 Wa3 25.2xa6 Wxa6 26.e5+ Game 51 
Yakovich, Yury 
Ke @ Zviagintsev, Vadim 
Moscow 2009 (5) 
w a aa ry a 1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 &g7 
RAB 8.292 d6 9.4f3 0-0 10.0-0 2b7 
11.e4 Dbd7 12.We2 Ag4 13.b3 2a6 
& ABA 14.0d1 Qge5 15.dxe5 DxeS 16.h3 
A w A 16.&b2. 
ot a 8 | 16...Wa5 17.0b2 c4 18.De2 Bfc8 
26...Wb7 27.Had1 Wc7 28.exd6 = x & | 
28.€6 fxe6 29.AgS+ | kaha 
28...exd6 29.Exe8+ Exe8 30.Wc3 2 a a 
Wb7 31.h4 De5 32.4xe5 ExeS ” 
33.092 Was @ Aa 
33...Bxd52? 34.3. ana 
34.04 We2 35.Wd3 &f8 36.Wxe2 A AA 


Exe2 37.2al He7 38.4f3 Ye8 39.a5 ABWMaRS | 
$d8 40.a6 Ha7 41.494 f6 42.h5 pat b=4 ea) 
&c7 434 Sb8 44.65 gxh5+ a0 
45.éxh5 He7 46.a7+ a8 47.2a6 Black has obtained good counterplay. 
19.bxc4 
19.2d4 cxb3 (19..0d3 20.Ac6 c3 
21.2xc3 Exc 22.dxc6 Wxc3 23.Wxc3 
&xc3 24.Habl£) 20.Wxb3 Habs 
21.Wa3 Wxa3 22.8xa3 Hct 23.0b3 
Dd3F. 
19..Hxc4 20.Wd2 Wxd2 21.Bxd2 


Bareev has conducted the game well, 
Black has had few chances of saving 
himself. 
47..He5 48.94 Exd5 49.2h6 Bd3 
50.95 fxg5 51.f6 g4 52.f7 Hf3 
53.497 g3 54.f8W+ Oxf8 55.exf8 
d5 56.497 h5 57.296 h4 58.294 c4 
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With initiative. 
23.Hc1 Qxe2 24.Hxe2 Hxa2 25.Hec2 
95 26.213 &g7 27.492 &g6 28.2d1 
h5 29.Bxa2 Hxa2 30.8c2 Hal 31.2f3 
h4 32.gxh4 gxh4 33.294 &f6 
34.Bd2 2f4 35.Bd3 Se5 36.f3 Ha2 


37.2h5 15 YoYo 
Game 52 
Vazquez Igarza,Renier 
@ Zviagintsev, Vadim bleed 


Moscow 2009 (1) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.0f3 dé 
8.93 297 9.292 0-0 10.0-0 &b7 
11.Be1 Abd7 12.Bb1 Wad 13.2d2 
Wa7 1464 4g4 15.295 Hfe8 
16.0b5 Wb6 17.04 c4 18.2e27! 

Of course, 18.@fd4 looks healthier, in- 

tercepting diagonal gl-a7, for instance 

18...AgeS 19.Qe3 cS with counter- 
play. 
18...0c5 19.h3?! Axf2 


19...Hxa4!?. 
20.2xf2? 

20.Hxf2 @xe4 with compensation. 
20..axe4+ 21.4e1 Axg3 22.2e3 
Wa5+ 23.0d2 Oxe2 24.4xe2 Hec8B 

A total wipeout. 
25.4¢c3 2a6 26.Wc2 Hab8 27.h4 
Hb3 28.f2 Qxc3 29.bxc3 Hxc3 
30.Wa2 Hxe3 31.éxe3 Wc5+ 
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x & 
aa a’ 
a a 4 
WA 
Aa & 
& 
wW ey & 
p= 


Pure horror — not recommended for chil- 
dren under 16. For the sake of justice I 
should add that White seldom falls under 
such awful attacks in the Benko Gambit. 
32.8f3 Wxd5+ 33.93 We5+ 
34.5f2 Wd4+ 35.493 We5+ 36.4f2 
¢3 37.Af3 Wc5+ 38.493 c2 39.8c1 
2d3 40.a5 We3 41.Wal e5 42.eh2 
W4+ 43.491 Hb8 44.4e1Hb1 0-1 


To complete the system with the fianchetto 
g2-g3 we will consider the idea of the 
knight's development to h3-f4. Rather a 
rare line, but we can’t ignore it. In general 
we can state that White does not benefit 


from the placement of his knight at f4. It 
strengthens pawn d5, but a negative by-ef- 
fect turns out to be significant. The move 
f2-f4 is hampered, therefore Black’s knight 
can comfortably stay on e5, whereas the 
white knight on f4 has no prospects. 
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Game 53 
Kortchnoi, Viktor 
@ Baklan, Vladimir 
Neum tt 2000 (6.3) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.93 dé 
8.2g2 297 9.Hh3 0-0 10.b1 Abd7 
11.0-0 Wa5S 12.2d2 Hfb8 13.Wc2 
He8 14.b3 Wa3 15.04 Dc7 16.2h3 
Bes 
And again it is not clear why the knight 
should be better on f4 than on the habit- 
ual square f3. Now its colleague at e5 
feels comfortable as f2-f4 is impossible. 
17.922? 


xz 


The unnatural placement of White's 
pieces leads to instant disaster. 
17...2xe2 
I won't even put an exclamation mark 
here. As far as I know Vladimir, he would 
have found this move in a blitz game too. 
18.axe2 Wxa2 19.Wxa2 Hxa2 20.f4 
Exd2 21.82 2d3+ 22.6e3 Hb2! 
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Weaker is 22...Ha2 23.xd3 @xd5¥. 
23.Exb2 @xb2 24.c1 Axd5+ 
25.2f3 c4 26.bxc4 “xc4 27.Bd1 
c3 28.He1 e5 29.fxe5 dxe5 0-41 


Game 54 


Tunik,Gennady 
@ Turov,Maxim 

Belorechensk 2009 (8) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 &xa6 7.93 Qg7 
8.292 d6 9.Ah3 Abd7 10.0-0 0-0 
11.Af4 Dg4 12.We2 Wad 13.01 


a Bamana 


a 
$m @ Ms 
Ww A | 
a 
A 
ARWEAR SF 
2 Bane 


An original treatment. The knight pro- 
tects pawn b2, the bishop develops at c3, 
and the second knight protects e2. Alas, 
after the realization of this plan White 
will not have made any significant prog- 
ress. 
13..Hfb8 14.2d2 Wb5 15.2c3 2xc3 
16.bxc3 
16.Wxc3 DdeS. 
16...2¢8 
16...AdeS and it is not clear how White 
can ‘untwist’ the position. 
17.5e1 
17.a4. 
17...Wad 
A typical move, stopping the a-pawn, is 
the attractive 17...Ha3. 
18.Wxa4 Hxa4 19.Ad3 2a6 20.h3 
@ge5 


AA 
Aa 
& 


So what has White achieved? The 

disharmony between his pieces is obvi- 

ous, and the important square c4 is com- 

pletely at his opponent’s command. 
21.dxe5 Dxe5 22f4 Dc4 23.e4 
Da3 24.0c1 2d3 25.Df2 2c4 26.e5 
Bb2F 


4a 4 

| 4 4 
BAA 
xe & 

a & AA 

Ag We 

> - Be -:) 


Pay attention to the wanderings of the 
white knights: g1-h3-f4-d3xe5, Ab1- 
c3-d1-f2-dl. 
27.0d1 Hxa2 
The rest is not so important. The main 
thing is that Black obtained excellent play 
out of the opening. 
28.5e3 2d3 29.2a1 Db5 30.Exa2 
Hxa2 31.exd6 exd6 32.0c1 Ha3 
33.2d1 Ha2 34.de3 He2 35.ad1 hS 
36.f2 He3 37.94 &c4 
37...n4¥. 
38.e4 97 39.0d2 2d3 
39...Re2. 
40.2f3 hxg4 41.hxg4 He8 42.4f2 c4 
43.95 He7 44.294 Hc7 45.2f3 He7 
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46.294 £5 47.gxf6+ Sxf6 48.26 
Ha7 49.0f3 2f5 50.¢4e3 &xe6 
5i.dxe6 Ha3 52.Ad2 d5 53.4b1 
Hal 54.$d2 &xe6 55.291 of5 
56.$c2 Da3+ 0-1 


Game 55 
Alexandrov,Alexey 
@ Gelfand,Boris 
Polanica Zdroj 1997 (1) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.93 Qg7 
8.2g2 d6 9.dh3 Dbd7 10.Wc2 0-0 
11.0-0 Wa5 12.2b1 Hfb8 13.a3 
A responsible move. 
13..0e5 
There was the option of trying to 
conquer point b3 by 13...c4!?. 
14.Af4 2cB!? 15.b3 
White's pawns have settled down in flexi- 
ble positions, but they are exposed to 
frontal pressure. 
15...2f5 16.e4 294 
A standard series of disturbing moves cause 
a weakening of White's pawn structure. 
17.h3 
17.f3 2d7 
17...2.£3! 


The knight’s absence on f3 is apparent — I 
simply cannot understand what business 
it can have on f4. Black manages to estab- 
lish an outpost in the heart of White’s po- 
sition. 
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Or 17...0f3+ 18.2xf3 Qxf3 19.Wd3 
4d7 with counterplay. 
18.d3 
18.2xf3? Dxf3+ 19.g2 Ad4F. 
18..Dfd7 
18...Axg2 19.xg2 Dxd3 20.Wxd3 
4d7 21.4d1! intending ®e3-c4. 
19.Axe5 
Usually this exchange is made with 
4g1-f3xe5. Here the knight has travelled 
a longer road: 4g 1 -h3-f4-d3xe5. 
19.b4 cxb4 20.Axb4 (20.axb4 We7) 
20...Hc8 with compensation. 
19..Axe5 20.2b2 Wb6 21.2¢1 Wad 
21...Wa6 22.4. 
22.2b2 Wa6 


za 


Gelfand is unwilling to accept the draw. 


Black has simple and comfortable play. 

23.a4 c4 24.2.1 Hb4 25.bxc4?! 
25.Bfcl!? Qxg2 26.4xg2 @d3 27.Hd1 
Acs=. 


25...xc4 26.2 fc1 ?! 


26. Wd2=. 

26...Wc8 

26..2h6 27.Hel (27.2f1 We8 
28.2xc4? Wxh3—+) 27...Wc8 with ini- 
tiative. 

27.Wd2 Wc5 

27... WEB! 

28.dd1 &xg2 29.4xg2 Excl 


30.Exc1 Wa3 31.de3 0d3 
31...Wxa4 32.8d4=. 
32.001 


32...2xa1 
After 32...xf2!? 33.Wxf2 Qxal 34.0c2 
Wxa4 35.Hxal Wxet+ 36.@h2 Hxal 
37.Qxal Wxd5 38.%c2, perhaps Black 
could have played on for a win by 
38...We4 with initiative. 

33.Wxd3 Wxa4 34.0c1 &g7 35.4c7 

Hes Yo-Y2 


| Conclusion. 
| So, with the fianchetto g2-g3/@ fl-g2, White develops rather conveniently. | 


However, the bishop is looking at its own d5-pawn and can’t actively partici- 
pate in the struggle on the queenside, while in general the action is going on 


especially there. 
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Chapter 2 


The Wandering King 


This chapter is devoted to a second popular system. White meets Black’s wishes out of 
principle. He accepts the sacrifice and then develops his pieces without feeling troubled 
with the loss of castling rights. 


1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 2xaé 7.e4 Axfl 8.dxfi dé 


xa Wee & 
kala 
Kk Wa 

KA 

A 


ay 
AB AAR 
H eweees) 


First we will consider the most natural knight development to f3. 

9.0f3 297 

Unlike the majority of other variations, the inverted move order in this system is an ev- 
eryday occurrence. That's why we will arrange the material not move by move but ac- 
cording to theme. It is often more useful to understand ideas rather than to remember 
the exact order of moves in order to operate successfully in the labyrinths of this sys- 
tem without castling It would be ideal to know both. 


Section 1 — King goes to h2 


As you may have already understood, af- 
ter Gelxfl the white king is compelled 
to move somewhere ‘by foot’. It is un- 
promising to remain at fl as the diagonal 
fl-a6 is open, besides it is not clear how 
to employ the hl-rook. 

Thus, White must choose where to go — 
h2 or g2. Let’s discuss the first possibility. 

10.h3 Abd? 11.91 0-0 12.8h2 
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This can be taken as the starting position, 
though of course sometimes Black devel- 
ops his knight at a6 etc. 

The following set-up looks the most logi- 
cal for Black: ...WaS, ...{fb8 and further 
depending on the circumstances. White 
ideally wishes to realize the standard 
push e4-e5 sooner or later. 

In the absence of enough ‘fresh’ games 
from high-level players (Elo above 2600), 
I'll confine myself to a number of modest 
examples from personal experience plus 
asound victory by Nikola Sedlak from the 
Hungarian team championship. However, 
I believe that these examples will suffice 
for the reader to get acquainted with the 
basic motives of the scheme h2-h3, 
Sfl-gi-h2. 

My encounter with Tregubov is the first I 
will bring to your attention. This game is 
remarkable due to the fact that the white 
pieces were led by one of the experts on 
the opening. As you will have noticed 
from the above material, the Russian 
grandmaster masterly applies the Benko 
Gambit himself. Nevertheless, back in 
1999 I did not know this because... I had 
no computer. 


Game 56 


Tregubov,Pavel 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Rowy 1999 (2) 
1.04 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 Qxa6 6.0c3 dé 7.Af3 g6 
8.e4 Qxfl 
One of Black’s main ideas is to prevent 
White's 0-0. 
9.6xf1 297 10.h3 Dbd7 11.491 
Typically castling ‘by hand’ 
11...0-0 12.h2 WaS 13.5e1 Bfb8 
14.He2 e8 
A standard move. The knight is launched 
on the route ...Af6-e8-c7-bS. The idea is 


aE 
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to exchange off the knight on c3, which 
covers the pawns on b2 and a2 ‘with its 
body’. 
15.Hc2 @c7 16.2d2 Wa6 17.Bact 
Eb4 18.Wel Wd3 19.a3 Hb3 


Another typical action. The rook stops the 
b-pawn mechanically. 

20.295 Hes 
It is dangerous to use the king, for 
example 20...6f8 21.e5 AxeS (21...dxeS 
22.Qxe7+ = Sxe7 23.Bd2 Ws 
24.d6++—) 22.Axe7+ Sg8 (22...xe7 
23.AxeS QxeS+ 24.f4 with attack) 
23.Qxd6 Axf3+ 24.gxf3 DxdS 25.8d2 
Wxf3 26.Dxd5 Wxh3+ 27.621 We4+ 
28.293 Qd4, unclear. 

21.2d2 Hbb8 22.Wf1 Wxfl 23.Exf1 
White has managed to exchange queens 
but this doesn’t guarantee any big advan- 
tage in the ending. Sometimes quite the 
contrary! 

23..0b5 24.axb5 Hxb5 25.b3 &f8 

26.2e3 Ha8 27.04 Hb4 28.94+ f5! 


Please pay attention: one more motif that 
is typical for the Benko. It is especially ef- 
fective if point e6 is inaccessible to the 
opponent's knight. Black starts counter- 
play against pawns e4 and dS. 

29.9xf5 
29.£312. 

29..9xf5 30.f3 Hab8 31.Bfcl Se5 

32.exf5 d7 


Ironically, White has two extra pawns in 
the ending but it’s difficult to exploit 
them. 
33.Hc4 Of6 34.xb4 Exb4 35.Bc4 
Eb8 36.492 
36.Bh4!?. 
36...Axd5= 37.2 
Zeitnot. 
37.263! 
Amazingly, Black’s position is preferable 
here! 


38.%e2 
D4 ee 
a 4 
a 
aa & 
\AME 
Am BAMA 
We 
38...dxe3 
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Showing respect for the opponent's high 
Elo. Stronger was 38...2xd2! 39.2xd2 
Exb3 40.Bh4 &g7F. 
39.Bxc3 Oxf5 40.6d3 &f7 41.8c4 
Ha8 42.5f4 he6 43.ne4+ &d5 
44.0b1 


R 

x a 

A 

geal 

& E 

ABCBAMA| 

Een en 
44...e5?! 


A draw also results after 44...8c6. 
45.b4 cxb4 46.Exb4 2d4 47.c3+ 
eG 48.f4 Sf5 49.fxe5 dxe5 50.2b7 
hS 51.0f7+ &g5= 52.4e4 Had 
53.He7 &h4 54.2xe5 Vee 
In this example we have seen how a con- 
siderable material advantage for White in 
the ending (sometimes up to two extra 
pawns) can be imperceptibly transformed 
into a ¥ evaluation. It is dangerous to un- 
derestimate the potential weakness of the 
lonely pawn on dS. 


Game 57 


Klemanic,Emil 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Tatranske Zruby 2000 (4) 

1.4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.e4 Qxfl 9.oxf1 2g7 10.h3 Abd7 
11.91 0-0 12.¢h2 Wa5 13.He1 
Bfb8 14.2e2 Hb4 15.Wel Wc7 
16.291 Wb7 17.Bb1 De8 18.2957 
2xc3 19.Wxc3 f6 

19... Defo!?. 
20.2h6 Bxa2? 
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21.h4 


Not often can White launch an attack like 
this. Usually Black’s counterplay on the 


queenside is developing more quickly. 


21..Hb3 22.Wc1 WbS 23.Hc2 Bb4 


24.2d2 De5 25.b3 
25.h5? g5—+. 
25...Ha8 


Better was 25...Bxc2 26.Wxc2 Ag4 
27.Af4 We2 28.Ef1 (28.293 £5 29.exf5 


gxfS 30.Wxfs Wxd2—+) 28...f5F. 


26.43 Wd3 27.Bc3 We2 28.He3 Wa6 


29.83 2c7 30.Wd1 AbSF 


aa 

a=4 

Ab & 
a & 

Ew & 


Does anybody understand what the move 
h2-h4 was played for? The weakness on 


'b3 needs constant protection. 


31.8cc1 2d4 32.fa1 Wb7 33.Bxa8+ 
Wxa8 34.2a1 Wb7 35.Ha3 f7 
36.2e3 hS 37.2xd4 Hxd4 38.We1 
97 39.Wc3 De5 40.Ha2 Wb5 
41.We3 Wb4 42.Bc2 Hd3 43.Wf2 


Wa5 44.2h2 Wal 45.We2 Wd4 
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Full centralization when your pawn 
structure is better ensures the win. 


46.Ha2 He3 

46...f5 
47.Wb5? Hd3 48.4f1 Dxf3+ 49.gxf3 
Exf3 50.g2 Wxe4 0-1 


In the following game we see another 
idea: after the exchange ...&g7xc3 Black 
has time to close the long diagonal with 
..f7-f6, preventing e4-e5 and in order to 
capture pawn a2. If he succeeds in all this, 
then Black will be at least not worse. 


Game 58 

Dydyshko, Viacheslav 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Belarus tt 2003 

1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 Qxa6 7.Of3 dé 

8.e4 Qxfl 9.xf1 297 10.h3 Abd7 

11.91 0-0 12.¢h2 Wa5 13.He1 

Bfb8 14.2e2 He8 15.2f4 Bb4 
15...2xc3!? 16.bxc3 Wxc3= 17.Hcl 
Wb4 and White even has no time to push 
e4-e5 

16.1 &xc3 
The idea is correct, but why not on the 
previous move? 
16...f5 17.43. 

17.bxc3 Ha4 18.8cc2 Wa6 
Right — Black takes hold of the light 
squares c4 and a4. 


x ave 
akA 4 
w a 4 
as 
zx 4&8 
a AMA 
AMEZMEAAD 
w 
19.293 16 


19...We4 20.e5 Hxa2 21.exd6 Hal 
22.Wd2 exdé is unclear. 
20.He1 We4 21.Wd2 Db6 22.f4 Ag7 
23.4d3 Ha3 
The programmatic move e4-eS is still not 
feasible because of the loss of pawn d5. 
24.2e1 H3a7 25.Hb2 Wa6 26.Wd1 
@c4 27.8b3 Db6 28.4f2 Ad7 
29.294 Wc4 30.8bb2 h5 


White has failed to achieve anything and 

now his opponent comes into action. 

Please notice how passive the bishop on 

el is—it is hemmed in by its own pawn. 
31.2f2 


31.He3 Wxe4. 
31..Hxa2 32.Hxa2 Hxa2 33.oxa2 
Wxa2 34,Wd3 c4 35.Wd1 Va-Va 


Out of deference to the opponent and be- 
cause of my colour — a draw. Meanwhile, 
after 35...2c5 Black has a better position. 

By delaying ...&xc3 I experienced some 
difficulties. However, my counterplay 
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along the light squares proved to be suffi- 
cient for a draw. 


Game 59 


Guthmann,Peter 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Bad Zwischenach 2011 (2) 
1.d4 2f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.xf1 d6 9.Of3 297 10.h3 Dbd7 
11.491 0-0 12.2h2 Wad 
12...We7 13.Hel Hfb8 14.He2 Hb4 
15.6g1 Wb8 16.Wel He8 17.Bc2 Des 
18.@xe5 QxeS 19.We2 “fe with coun- 
terplay in Sedlak-Milanovic, Kragujevac 
ch-SRB 2011. 
13.Be1 Hfb8 14.Be2 De8 15.Bc2 
Db6 16.We2 


16...Ac7 17.295 He8 18.ad2 Wa6 
18...e6 19.2f44; 19.dxe6 DAxe6 20.2e3 
d5¥. 

19.Wxa6 Dxa6= 20.a3 Ab4 
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21.axb4! 
A forced exchange sacrifice, otherwise 
21.Hccl is too bad for White: 21...0d3 
22.Hc2 Axb2 23.Bb1 B2c4¥. 

21...Exa1 22.bxc5 dxc5 23.2e3 
23.Qb3 Hel 24.Qd2 &xc3-+; or 
24.AxcS ReS+ 25.g3 Axc3 26.bxc3 
MQc4¥; or 26.Hxc3 He2 27.23 
Exb2F. 

23...2xc3 
I didn’t notice 23...Ad7!? 24.0b3 Hel!. 
The rook is planning to eliminate pawn 
e4, for example: 25.AxcS Re5+ 26.3 
@xcS 27.Axc$ Bxc3 28.bxc3 Hxet¥. 

24.bxc3 Ad7 25.Bb2 


And here, stronger was 25...Hea8! 
26.Hb7 (26.8b3? Hb8—+) 26...28a7F. 
26.0b5 Hc8 
26...Ha2 27.Qb3 Hb2 28.c4 Bc8 29.2cl 
(29.Bb7 eS) 29...Exf2 30.Hb7 Des 
31.Bxe7 Dxc4F. 
27.b3= 
Now Black has nothing. My further spas- 
modic attempts to struggle for victory 
were risky. 
27.65 
27...Hac7 28.84 Ha7 29. 2e3=. 
28.exf5 gxf5 29.Axc5 Axc5 
29...f4 30.244. 
30.2xc5 Hd7 31.2d4 Hcd8 32.d6! 
Exd6 33.Oxf5 Hd5 34.2e5 h6 35.f4 
Bc8 
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4 
a 
k@a 
& 
& & 
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36.2h5 
I hoped in vain for a zeitnot mistake: 
36.94 Hd3 37.2d4 Ha8—+. 
36...c6 37.2h4 
37.942? Hd3—+. 
37...Sf7 38.094 
Better was 38.2d4+ 
38..Hg6 39.493 Hd2 40.Exg6 
Sxg6F 41.4f3 h5 42.94 Hd3+ 
43.$e4 Exh3 44.gxh5+ Exhd 
45.4d5 &f7 46.c4 Bhi 47.c5 Bd1+ 
48.8c6 Se6 49.4c7 Hcl 50.c6 &f7 
Vala 
50...8d5 $1.8d7 Exc6 $2.8xe7=. 
Having reached a doubtful position 
White dared to sacrifice the exchange, 
drastically transforming the pawn struc- 
ture. My inability to realize my advantage 
underlines some discomfort in the strug- 
gle against White's grouping of pawns 
and pieces in the centre. 


And now — an example of higher quality. 


Game 60 


Sedlak,Nikola 
@ Berkes,Ferenc 
Paks 2011 (5) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 Qxa6 6.4c3 g6 7.Af3 dé 
8.e4 Qxfl 9.oxf1 &g7 10.h3 0-0 
11.491 Abd7 12.6h2 Wad 13.Be1 
Hfb8 14.ce2 DeB 15.0c2 Ac7 
16.295 &f8 


An attempt to even involve the king in the 
job. It looks economical. 
17.Bact Wa6 18.Wd2 Ab5 19.2h6 
A side-effect of the move ...&g8-f8. The 
exchange of these bishops is definitely 
unpleasant for Black. 
19...2xh6 20.Wxh6+ &g8 
21.4xb5 Hxb5 22.b3 Hb4 23.He1 
f6 24.Wc1 Hb5 25.Hee2 Had 
26.a4 Eb8 27.He3 Wb7 28.4d2 
Ba6 29.Bcc3 Hb6 30.4c4 Hab 
31.8g93+— 


The triumph of White’s strategy. His suc- 
cess is obvious: the knight at c4 is very 
strong, his rooks have become maximally 
active on the 3rd rank and at the same 
time they protect the weakness b3. 
Clouds are gathering over the black king's 
residence. 

31..Wc8 32.f4 WB 33.Ocf3 Wh6 

34.We1 He8 35.We2 Hea8 36.e5 
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x 
aa 
x a 
AB 
& 


4 
ry 


While his rooks are on a6 and a8 Black 
has few chances of a successful defence 
Besides, just in case White always has the 
extra passed a-pawn. 
36..dxe5 37.fxe5 fxe5 38.dxe5 
@xe5 39.Wxe5 Wg7 40.Wc7 e5 
41.Wxc5 e4 42.He3 We5 43.Wc4 
Bf6 44.Wxe4 1-0 
Ferenc tried to use the king (...g8-f8) 
(do you remember I didn’t dare to do this 
in the game against Tregubov?). With 
tears we can establish the certain failure 
of this strategy. 


Section 2 — Kin: 

This is a plan which is used much more 
often. The basic distinction between this 
and the previous plan is that the white 
king is on the long diagonal hl-a8, 
which is weakened by the exchange of 
light-squared bishops. The positive side 
(especially in the ending) is that this 
placement is more ‘compact’, the king is 
closer to the centre and will be able to 
join the struggle more actively. On the 
negative side, when queens are still on 
the board the probability of getting under 
attack is higher. 
First we will consider Black's various 
plans in case White uses the preventive 
h2-h3 to stop ...Af6-g4. This is played 
more often in order to narrow down the 
opponent's possibilities. 
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The Preventive h2-h3 
1.4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 Qxa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.dxfl d6 9.0f3 297 10.h3 DAbd7 
11.93 0-0 12.4g2 


x w Re 
axAG’ 

& Ba 

a& 

A | 
ey ABA 

AB Ad 
# ew b=4 


The above moves may be played via many 
different move orders. Let’s take the dia- 
gram position as the starting one. Now 
Black has several ways to develop. 


A) 12...Wad. 
B) 12..2a6 


- 84 
-92 


C) 12...na7 95 
D) Rare Continuations . -97 
A) 12..Wad 
A widespread reply. By analogy with the 
variations considered above Black 


‘throws’ his queen forward, then con- 
nects the rooks on the a- and b-files. 
It is also logical to use a tried-and-tested 
plan—the breakthrough e4-e5. 
13.He1 Hfb8 14.e5 dxe5 15.axe5 
@xe5 16.2xe5 


The contours of the position have signifi- 
cantly changed. Instead of the monolith 
h7-g6-f7-e7-d6-c5 Black’s pawn chain is 
by no means so nice now. 

The pawns on e7 and cS need protection. 
In its turn White's outpost d5 becomes 
more vulnerable as now a face-to-face at- 
tack upon the d-file is a real threat. The 
surrounding of this infantryman by 
....g7-d4 is typical. Its faithful ally, the 
e-pawn, has vanished from the board, and 
with its destruction the white king's cabin 
has become less safe. The draught along 
the h1-a8 diagonal and the pressure along 
the a- and b-files are unpleasant. 


Game 61 
Harestad,Hans Krogh 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Gausdal 2002 (5) 
1.04 ®f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Axa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.2xf1 d6 9.93 297 10.492 Abd7 
11.4f3 0-0 12.h3 Wad 13.He1 Hfbs 
14.e5 dxe5 15.2xe5 Dxe5 16.Bxe5 
a7 
16...8b7. 
17.We2 Wd8 
17...bb7. 
18.2f4 Hbb7 19.2d1 Dh5 20.He4 
@xf4+ 21.8xf4 Bb4 22.84 
The right decision. 22.Bxb4 is weaker 
due to 22...cxb4 with initiative. 
22..Hab7 23.b3 2d4 


A typical interposition. Black desires to 
surround and destroy the dS-pawn. 
24.0xb4 Exb4 25.Wf3 Hb6 
Planning to brutally attack (...Rb6-d6) 
and after ...&xc3 to destroy the pawn 
(..-Hd6xd5). 
26.e4 &g7 27.0c1 Wxd5 28.axc5 
Wxf3+ 29.xf3 Hf6+ 30.be4 Oxf2 


| waga 
Ha 
a 
& 
B AA 
& & 
_ a: 


The balance is restored — but only the ma- 
terial one. In this promising ending 
White has an advantage of several tempi. 
The long-range bishop compensates this 
only partly. 

31.9495 
31...Bb6. 

32.0c3 
32.a4. 

32...n5 33.2d3 hxg4 34.hxg4 He6+ 

35.805 Hd6+ 36.44 Hd4+ 37.2b5 


37.293? 
37...Hd5+ is more stubborn, for example 
38.4c6 Hd6+ 39.&b7 Ad4 40.Bc6 £5 
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(creating a passed pawn at all cost) 
41.Bxd6 exd6 42.gxf5 Sf6 with coun- 
terplay. 

38.a4 Bxg4 39.a5 2b8 40.4b6 Hd4 
And White soon realized his advantage. 


Back in 2002, in the far land of trolls, lack- 
ing a computer I didn’t quite know the 
subtleties of the opening. The restored ma- 
terial balance didn’t lead to full equality. 


Game 62 

Sargissian,Gabriel 

@ Caruana,Fabiano 

Ohrid tt 2009 (2.3) 

1.d4 @f6 2.c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Bxa6 7.0f3 dé 

8.e4 Qxfl 9.oxf1 DAbd7 10.g3 2g7 

11.42 0-0 12.h3 Wa5 13.2e1 Ofb8 

14.e5 dxe5 15.dxe5 Dxe5 16.8xe5 

Hb7 17.We2 Wb6 18.a4 
At least a piece drops after 18.Hxe7? 
Bxe7 19.Wxe7 He8 20.0a4 Was 
21.Wxc5 Wxa4—+. 

18_&f8 19.2a3!? De8 20.He3 2h6?? 
Strange for a player with an Elo above 
2660. 20...2d6 looks normal. 

21.He6! 


21...fxe6 22.2xh6+ &g8 23.2b3! 1-0 
23...Wxb3 24.Wxe6+ Shs 25.Wi7+-. 
A crushing defeat in the European team 
championship. It’s amazing how big guns 
make tactical blunders sometimes. 
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Game 63 


Elsness,Frode 
@ Vuckovic,Bojan 

Khanty-Mansiysk ol 2010 (9.12) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.xf1 dé 9.4f3 2g7 10.g3 0-0 
11.92 Sbd7 12.h3 Wa5 13.He1 
Efb8 14.e5 dxe5 15.axe5 Sxe5 
16.Bxe5 Hb7 17.We2 Wd8 


Black can venture upon such intricate 
manoeuvres as, besides an extra pawn, 
White has weaknesses too: the diagonal 
hl-a8, pawn dS, pawn b2. 
17...Haa7!?. 

18.Wf3 DeB 19.He2 Dd6 20.2f4 

d7 
With the idea ...2d6-f5 or even ...Ad4. 
20...Haa7 21.Hael @fS with counter- 
play; 20...Hb4. 

21.94 Ac4 22.Hae1 2f8 
Testifying to Black’s difficulties. 

23.b3 Db6 24.01 
Strong and natural was 24.d6 e6 
(24...exd6? 25.He8 Wxe8 26.Bxe8 Exes 
27. Wc6+—) 25.De4t. 

24..2c8 25.Hed2 297 26.d6 e6 27.95 
It's a little anti-positional to put pawns on 
dark squares while these bishops are still 
on the board. 

27...c4 28.b4 2xc3?! 
Better was 28...Ha8. 

29.Wxc3 Hc6 30.491 Ac8B 
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31.b5 
White has an overwhelming position 
after 31.a4+—. 
31.25 32.a4 Ab6 33.2e3 
33.aS+—. 
33...2xa4 34.Wa3? 
The correct move is 34.Wb4+—. 
34..0xg5+ 35.¢f1 c3 36.2xg5 
Wxg5 37.He2 Wxb5+ 


During the last seven moves a typhoon 

has swept three white pawns away. But 

the adventures haven't finished yet. 
38.Haic2 

38...Wc6! 39.6g1 Dbo—+. 
39.Hc1 Ab6 40.Exc2 Wd5 41.Hed2 
Whi+ 42.e2 2d5 43.2d4 Wb1 
44.Bb2 Wf5 45.Wg3? eS!F 

And Black regains the initiative again! 
46.5xd5 We4+ 47.We3 Wxd5 
48.Hd2 Wb5+ 49.%e1 f6 50.Wc3 
Sf7 5143 hS 52.Wc8 Se6 53.h4 
Wad 54.6f1 Wb5+ 55.492 Wad 
56.Wb8 Wc6 Yo-Yo 


A dramatic fight. It’s not easy to struggle 
inthe Olympiad, is it? © 

Again Black did not manage to equalize. 
The idea ...{b7-d7 seems doubtful to 
me. 

To avoid complexes with the reader about 
the nightmares for Black in this line, I will 
inform you that the results of strong 
chess players (in games where at least one 
of the players has an Elo above 2600) 
look like this: +2 =12 -0. In other words, 
White's advantage is not too big. 

By the same token I will add some older 
fragments from authoritative fighters. 


Game 64 


Shirov,Alexey 

@ Topalov,Veselin 
Linares 1995 (11) 

1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 Qxfl 
8.exf1 d6 9.93 2g7 10.492 Abd7 
11.23 0-0 12.2e1 Wa5 13.h3 Efbs 
14.e5 dxe5 15.Axe5 Axe5 16.Exe5 
Hb7 17.We2 Wd8 

17...8f8!? 18.2f4 DhS 19.Het Axf4+ 

20.Exf4 &xc3 21.bxc3 Wxc3 22.Hel 

Hd8 23.We6e fo 24.d6 Hxd6 25.\Wc8+ 

g7 26.Wxb7 Wxel 27.He4 Hd7!= 

Murzin-Darcia, Bratislava Open 1993. 
18.a4 De8 19.2e3 2d4 

19...0d6!?. 
20.d3 Af6 


see 
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-_ 
Veselin Topalov 


An interesting idea. The knight doesn’t 
block the pawn (@d6) but attacks it. I 
guess Veselin knows what he is doing — 
let’s trust his moves. 
21.2e3 Hb4 22.Had1 Wb6 23.Wf3 
Hd8 24.21d2 
24.Qxd4?! cxd4 25.25 Wa7 26.Exd4 
Hxd4 27.0bS WxaS 28.2xd4 Wxd5 
29.Wxd5 @xd5=. 
24.497 
Black does not have to hurry as White has 
no clear plan. 
25.Be2 Hd726.2f4 
26.94 h6=. 
26..Hxb2 27.25 Wb4 28.Exb2 
Wxb2= 


The material balance is restored. 
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Game 65 


Piket,Jeroen 
@ Topalov, Veselin 
Amsterdam 1995 (4) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.exfl d6 9.93 2g7 10.¢g2 Dbd7 
11.4f3 0-0 12.2e1 Wa5 13.h3 Bfbs8 
14.e5 dxe5 15.0xe5 Dxe5 16.Hxe5 
4b7 17.d6 exd6 18.Wxd6 Hc8 
18...2e8 19.Wc6 BxeS 20.Wxb7 Hbs 
with counterplay. 
19.Ad5 @xd5 20.Wxd5 
20.Bxd5 &xb2 21.8b1 Wxa2=. 
20...Wa6 


Black’s piece activity completely compen- 
sates for the minus pawn. 20...2xe5 


21.Wxb7 Hb8 22.Wett &xb2? 
23.Qxb2  Exb2  24.We8+ Gg7 
25.We5++—. 


21.He4 c4 22.2f47! 2xb2 23.Hae1 
Wb5 

23...Wc6? 24.Wxc6 Hxcé 25.2h6! Heé 

26.8xc4 Hb8 27 .Bxe6 fxe6 28.a4+—. 
24.Be8+ Bxe8 25.Wxb5 

25.Bxe8+ Wxe8 26.Wxb7=. 
25..Hxb5 26.Bxe8+ &g7 27.0c8 
Bb4 28.2d6 Ha4 29.a3 &f6 30.2b4 
&xa3 Yo-Yo 


Against Peter Leko, Alexander Beliavsky 
preferred to keep the d-pawn on the 


board, which was promptly blockaded. 
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Game 66 
Beliavsky,Alexander 
@ Leko,Peter 

Cacak 1996 (6) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Bxa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.exf1 d6 9.f3 DAbd7 10.93 &2g7 
11.g2 0-0 12.h3 Wa5 13.He1 Hfbs 
14.e5 dxe5 15.dxe5 Dxe5 16.Bxe5 


sek 


4b7 17.Wf3 De8!? 18.he2 Ad6 
x & 
(mx kaGa 
a 4 
@ BA 
a mwas 
AB EA 
a f 
19.e4 Oxe4 20.Wxe4 Wael! 


A typical quiet move. The queen protects 
both rooks and looks at e2 and d6. 
21.a4 
21.Hc2 &d4. 
21216 22.Wf3 Hd8 23.Hc2 2d4 24.25 
24.2e3 Exb2 25.Bxb2 &xb2=. 
24..bd7 
Direct and strong. White's advantage 
vanishes into thin air. 
25.23 Hxd5 26.2.xd4 cxd4 27.b4 d3 


Black has even regained the initiative. 


Game 67 


Shirov,Alexey 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 

France tt 2004 (5) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Bxa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.oxf1 d6 9.4f3 DAbd7 10.93 2g7 
11.g2 0-0 12.h3 Wa5 13.2e1 Bfbs 
14.e5 dxe5 15.dxe5 Dxe5 16.2xe5 
4b7 17.d6 e6!? 


x é 

(ex aGa 
Aaw@a 

w ko 

(im By AA 


Chess is not draughts and not everything 
has to be captured. 
18.He2 Wa6 19.2f4 Wc6+ 20.491 
2d5 21.0xd5 exd5 22.b3 


(st & 
x a@a| 
WA Ma 
Ba 

| BA 

\& EA 

H avi & 

22...2f8 


A straight way to equality. This was a team 
tournament. It was risky to give up the ex- 
change: 22...@xal 23.Wxal Hxb3 24.We5S 

Hb7 25.2h6 f6 26.Wxfo HF7 unclear. 
23.6d2 d4 24.c1 Wd5 25.Bdc2 
Qxd6 26.2xd6 Wxd6 27.Wf3 Hbbs8 
28.Exc5 Hxa2 29.8d5 We6 30.8xd4 
Va-V2 
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Clear, geometrical play by Tregubov. 


An attractive idea (13...2b6), which has 
something in common with the fianchetto 
variation, was played in the game 
Akobian-Tregubov. This example shows 
that Black's resources are varied and he 
doesn’t have to stick to the banal 1 3...fb8. 


Game 68 

Akobian, Varuzhan 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Khanty-Mansiysk 2009 (1.3) 

1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.xf1 d6 9.Af3 Abd7 10.g3 2g7 
11.h3 0-0 12.4g2 Wa5 13.He1 Ab6 


14.e5 Dfd7 15.295 Axe5 
15...2c4!?. 
16.2xe7 Dec4 
x Re | 
oF 


A quite pertinent exchange sacrifice. 
17.2xf8 Dxb2 18.Wc2 

If 18.We2 Bxf8 with counterplay. 
18...2xf8? 

Regaining the exchange is more logical 

and stronger: 18...Wxc3 19.Wxc3 @xc3 

20.2xd6 (20.He3?! @xdS  21.Exc3 

@xc3 22.8xd6 Od3F) 20...0d3 un- 

clear. 
19.Bact 2c4 20.de4 Hd8 21.Wb3 
@®b2 22.0xd6 c4 23.Axc4 D2xc4 
24.Bxc4 Axc4 25.Wxc4 Wxd5 
26.Wxd5 Exd5 
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As a result of a tactical skirmish, new ex- 
changes have taken place. White’s advan- 
tage has concretized into an extra pawn, 
but with play on both flanks the bishop, 
as we know, is a bit stronger than the 
knight. Pawn a2 is as far removed from 
everybody as is possible. 
27.a4 Qc3 28He4 HcS 29.h4 h6 
30.He2 HaS 31.8c2 2f6 32.Ha2 2c3 
33.6f1 &f8 34.$e2 Hd5 35.8c2 2a5 
36.8b2 Hc5 37.d2 HeS+ 38.éf1 
Hd5 39.2c4 &c7 40.he2 Se7 41.2b7 
$d8 42.0b3 he7 43.He3+ <f6 
44.0b3 &e6 45.0d3 Hc5 46.0d4 g5 
47.$d3 £5 48.h5 g4 49.5e3 Hc6 
50.0c4 Hd6+ 51.0d4 Hc6 52.d5 
Re5 53.0f4+ &f6 540c4 Hd6+ 
55.he2 &g5 56.d3 He6 57.Sf1 216 
58.25 Ha6 59.Af4 2e5 60.Ad3 Bxa5 
61.492 Sxh5 62.dxe5 Hxe5 


Funny — now Black has an extra pawn. 
63.0c6 &g5 64.f4+ gxf3+ 65.dxf3 
Ha5 66.03 h5 67.0c8 Ha3+ 68.4f2 
Ha2+ Yo-Y2 
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From time to time White plays ‘disturb- 
ing’ moves like &cl-g5-f4. Viktor 
Bologan has showed how to fight against 
this. After the moves ...h7-h6, ...g6-g5 
the Moldavian grandmaster obtained 
equal chances. His later problems did not 
have anything to do with the opening. 


Game 69 


Markos, Jan 
@ Bologan, Viktor 
Aix-les-Bains Ech 2011 (2) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.xf1 d6 9.Af3 2g7 10.93 0-0 
11.92 Dbd7 12.43 Wad 13.295 
Efb8 14.Wc2 e8 15.Bhc1 hé 
16.2f4 Dc7 17.0ad2 Wa6 18.24 g5 
Black tries to profit from the presence of 
his pawn at hé. 
19.2e3 He5 20.2a3 


20..2b4 
The aggressive 20...4d3!? is interesting: 
21.Qb5 Abs 22.Wdl (22.Axc7 Axc2 
23.Oxa6 Dxad 24.xb8 Axb2F) 
22...AxbS (22...Acxd5!? 23.exdS Axb2 
unclear) 23.axbS WxbS=. 

21.0b5 
21.8b3. 

21..0xb5 22.axb5 Wb7 23.Bxa8+ 

Wxa8s 
From time to time such structures are 
seen: the extra but doubled pawn on bS 
will be eventually lost. 


Yay a 


Viktor Bologan 


24.b3 
24.f4 gxf4 25.gxf4 Dg. 

24...Exb5 25.4 Dd7 
Creatively played. Simpler is 25...gxf4 
26.gxf4 Ad7. 

26.fxg5 hxg5 27.2xg5 


I am not sure if the sacrifice of pawn on 
the kingside had sense. 
27..Ha5 28.274 f5 29.exf5 Afé 
30.We4 Dxd5 31.h4? 
Better was 31.@h2. Let’s not forget that 
the knight on dS isn’t pinned yet. 
31..Hb5! 
A resource that White obviously hadn't 
taken into account. Now the advantage 
passes to his opponent. 


Chapter 2 — The Wandering King 


32.eh2 
Of course the queen shouldn't leave the 
a2-g8 diagonal: 32.Wxb5?? @c3+. 
32..b4 33.We2 Axf4 34.gxf4 Oxf4 
35.004 2e5 36.Exf4 Qxf4+ 37.491 
Wat+ 
37... BA8F. 
38.292 Wg7+ 39.of1 


é& 
x wW 


39...Wg3 

39...Rxd2!?. 
40.0f3 Wh3+ 41.Wg2+ Wxg2+ 
42.4xg2 Sf7 43.2h3 Sf6 44.494 
Re3 

44... 2hOF. 
45.h5 

45.Hel dS 46.0d3 c4 47.bxc4 dxc4 

48.Ab4 BeS with initiative. 
45..d5 46.5h4 2h6 47.0f3 c4 
48.bxc4 dxc4 49.0d4 Se5 50.0b5 
Qcl 51.4c3 Bh6 52.0b5 2d2 
53.0a3 c3 54.0c2 &e4 55.0b4 
Qh6 56.4c2 &d3 57.0b4+ wed 
58.4c2 2d2 59.Ab4 te5 60.c2 
QhE 61.0b4 d4 62.4f3 ted 
63.694 bd4 64.4f3 cd 65.0c2 
$d3 66.0b4+ &c4 67.0c2 Sd3 
68.Ab4+ Sd2 69.be4 2g5 70.te5 

Yo-Yo 


The games we saw were inspiring, weren't 
they? The moral is clear: if your chess 
skills are basically GOOD, you will 
achieve competent play in the Benko. 
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If Black is confused by the difficulties of 
the previous line he has a right to test an 
essentially different piece placement. 
When the king is on g2 it is reasonable to 
try and exert pressure upon the h1-a8 di- 
agonal. The light-squared bishops have 
left the board, but the queen remains. Us- 
ing football terminology, it moves to a8 
to ‘take the corner’. The most powerful 
chess piece is working in three directions 
from there. It looks at the white king, 
presses on the a-pawn and guards the 8th 
rank. In general, the manoeuvre 
...Wd8-a8 is played in different variations 
of the Benko Gambit. Black has to choose 
where the rook that vacates the corner 
goes: 


B) 12..Ha6 

Here the rook carries out several func- 
tions too. Pressure upon the a-pawn, pro- 
tection of pawn dé, and of the entire 6th 
rank. Besides, now the rooks can be 
quickly doubled on the b- or a-file. 

Let's look at some examples. 


Game 70 


Pinc,Miroslav 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Tatranske Zruby 2001 (7) 

1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.dxf1 d6 9.93 2g7 10.492 Abd7 
11.h3 0-0 12.4f3 Ha6 13.he1 Wa8 
14.he2 b6 15.8b1 

15.b3? @xe4. 
15... Dfd7 16.Wc2 Bbs 

If 16...2c4? 17.Ab5+— eyeing c4andc7. 
17.63 2xc3?! 

Better 17...c4. 
18.Wxc3  Hxa2 
20.2b2 f6 21.Bat 


19.5xa2  Wxa2 
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No, the queen isn’t finally caught, but 
White does get an advantage. 
21..0xd5 
The only move. 
22.Bxa2 
22.exdS Wxb3 23.Wxb3 Exb3t. 
22..0xc3 23.2xc3 Hxb3 24.2d2+ 
Sf725.2a7 Se6 
25...0b8. 
26.94 95 27.2xg5! 


& aa 
| Aea 
= & 
| & 
x “a 
| B 
= =» 
27...Oxf3 28.dxf3 fxg 29.e3 De5 
30.f4 gxf4+ 31.xf4 h6 32.2a8 
Dg6+ 33.4e3 
Draw agreed. 
Fortunately my opponent ‘believed my 
Elo’. By the way, it’s not so easy to win 
here. 
This game demonstrated the drawbacks 
of a careless capture of pawn a2: Black 
loses a piece. Also it is necessary to pay at- 
tention to Black’s considerable defensive 
resources. 


2 

& 
& 

& 


Game 71 

Akobian, Varuzhan 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Khanty-Mansiysk 2009 (1.5) 
1.44 D6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 
5bxa6 g6 6.c3 &xa6 7.e4 Oxf1 
8.oxf d6 9.Af3 Abd7 10.93 2g7 11.h3 
0-0 12.492 Ha6 13.He1 Wa8 14.295 
h6 15.2f4 Eb8 16.Wd2 &h7 17.5 
dxe5 18.Axe5 Axe5 19.2xe5 Hd8 


It seems Black will quickly equalize. 
White cannot protect the d5-pawn. 
20.2.xf6 
20.@h2 Dxd5S 21.Rxg7 Sxg7 22.Bad1 
e6=. 
20...2xf6 21.491 Wb7 
The queen covers the 7th rank in antici- 
pation of the trade of bishop for knight. 
22.Bad1 Had6? 
22...e6! is much stronger: 23.Wd3 exdS 
(23...2d4) 24.@xdS Qxb2 25.He7 
Wxe7 26.Wxa6=. 
23.We2 H8d7 24.e4 Exd5 
25.8xd5 Wxd5 26.0xf6+ exf6 27.b3 
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By unduly sophisticated play Pavel has 
achieved near but by no means full equal- 
ity. The passed a-pawn is not equivalent 
to the doubled one on the f-file. 
27..497 28.Hc1 Wd4 29.492 Ha7 
30.Hc2 HaS 31.2d2 WeS 32.Wc4 
We6 33.Wxe6 fxe6 34.0f3 &f7 
35.$e4 Se7 36.403 Sd6 37.hc4+ 
Sc6 38.He2 &d6 39.a4 Ha8 40.0a2 
Had 41.0d2+ &c7 42.f4 


See the comments to the previous dia- 
gram. Even after the improvement of his 
king side (33...fxe6) Black 
hasn't got rid of his problems. 
42.95 43.h4 gxh4 44.gxh4 &c6 
45.0d8 Ha7 46.hc8+ &b6 47.oxc5 
Bg7 48.a5+ &b7 49.b4 Eg4 50.4b5 
Exf4 51.a6+ &b8 52.0h5 a7 
53.2c5 HfS 54.0xf5 exf5 55.dc6 f4 
56.b5 f3 57.b6+ 1-0 
The exchanges on eS led to immediate 
equality. After 22...e6 only White would 
have had problems. 


structure 


Game 72 


Elianov,Pavel 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 
Germany Bundesliga 2009/10 (12) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Bxa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.xf1 d6 9.0f3 Abd7 10.93 2g7 
11.h3 0-0 12.492 Ha6 13.he1 Wa8 


RE 
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14.Wc2 Db6 15.he2 Hb8 16.Hb1 
Std7 


The black knights, protecting each other, 
cannot get to c4 in time. After 16...Ac4 
White can reply 17.a4. 
17.b3 Hc8 
17...2xc3 18.Wxc3 Hxa2  19.Bxa2 
Wxa2 20.2b2 f6 21.Hal @xd$ 22.Bxa2 
}xc3 23.2xc3 Hxb3t 
18.2b2 De5 19.dxe5 Axe5 20.h4 
hS 21.2f1 297 22.f4 c4 23.b4 Dad 
24.2xa4 Hxad4 25.2xg7 &xg7 


26.213 £6 27.Wb2+ 
wx 

a 2 
a £4 
& a 
ERAWAB B 
EA 
AW He 


AB ae 
a 4 
AU ad & 

x iM: 

& 
& 


The computer continues to give the 
confident ‘+’ but after ...b4-b6 and 
...Sf7-6-£7 it is not clear how the white 
king can help the rook and the pawn on 
b7. 

An instructive game, and I recommend to 
study it carefully. When the knights were 
arranged on d7 and b6é White managed to 
restrain them by b2-b3. On the whole the 
Ukrainian grandmaster was doing every- 
thing right, and he obtained an advan- 
tage. Till the very end the computer was 
showing ‘+’. However, any chess player 
familiar with rook endings can guess that 
the realization of the extra pawn is unreal 
here. 

For an understanding of the opening it is 
important to know that even if White's 
play is of such good quality, it is often not 
enough to win. 


Game 73 


With logical actions White has ex- 
changed the minor pieces, surrounded 
the passed c-pawn, and created con- 
nected passed pawns on the a- and b-file. 
But it is rather difficult to realize his ad- 
vantage. 
27..Wa6 28.Hc2 Ha8 29.23 Hxa3 
30.b5 Wa4 31.Bxa3 Wxa3 32.Wxa3 
Exa3 33.Exc4 Hb3 34.c7 &f7 
35.0b7 He3 36.b6 Hxe4 37.c7 Hb4 
38.b7f5 39.4f2 Vara 
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Van Wely,Loek 
@ Bologan, Viktor 
Bastia 2010 (2.2) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.oxf1 d6 9.Af3 &g7 10.g3 0-0 
11.4g2 Dbd7 12.h3 Ha6 13.He1 
Wa8 14.2f4 OS 15.295 
These disturbing moves are aimed at 
creating discomfort for the opponent and 
weakening his pawn structure. 
15...h6 


jw Ee 
| akae 
|x a aa 
£A0 Ga 
ray 
Ay DRA 
AB AS 
if we 
16.2d2 


16.Qxe7 He8 (16..Bb8 17.He2 £6? 
18.4h4+—) 17.Qh4 gS 18.0xg5 hxgS 
19.Qxg5t. 
16..Hb8 17.Wc2 Dhf6 18.b3 De8 
19.a4 Dc7 20.Hab1 Hab6 21.2e3 
Was 
For 21...Wa6 see Abou el Zein-Kasparov 
(Game 74). 
22.9d2 Wa6 23.2e3 Hb4 24.Ha2 
H4b7 25.4c3 c4 26.bxc4 Wxc4 
27.xb7 Exb7 28.01 &xc3?! 
28...Da6. 
29.2d2!+— 


Apparently, Viktor counted on 29.Wxc3 
Wxe4 with counterplay. 
29...Wb4 30.Wxc3 Wxc3 
30...Wxa4 31.Qxh6. 
31.0xc3 f5 32.f3 h5 33.2b3 
White catches the black rook for an ex- 
change. 
33..Exb3 34.0xb3 Sf7 35.4f2 DeS 
36.2d4 Ac4 37.be2 e5 38.4d3 1-0 
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The position of the Dutchman was ‘+’ 
and he aggravated Black’s sufferings after 
the wrong move 28....2xc3?. 


C) 12..Ha7 

Similar situations occur when the rook is 
developed in this more ‘modest’ way. 
There are some differences, as you will 
understand: the rook protects pawn e7 
and the entire 7th rank. 


Game 74 
Abou el Zein,Eid Mahmoud 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Cairo 2001 (1) 
1.0f3 D6 2.44 c5 3.d5 g6 4.c4 bS 
5.cxb5 a6 6.bxa6 &2xa6 7.4c3 dé 
8.e4 &xfl 9.axfl DAbd7 10.h3 297 
11.93 0-0 12.492 Ha7 13.he1 Wa8 
14.295 Hb8 15.Wc2 h6 
Now pawn hé will be under attack by the 
opponent and the structure near the king 
is weakened. 
After 15...De8 16.2xe7 f6 17.e5 the sit- 
uation is unclear. 
16.2d2 Se8 17.Hab1 “c7 18.a4 
Hab7 
18...e6!?. 
19.b3 Hb6 
19...Wa6. 
20.2e3 Wa6 21.Bed1 Gh7 22.ad2 
eS 
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23.0f1 
Logical looks 23.f4 Wd3 (23...ad7 
24.2c4+) 24.Wxd3 Dxd3 25.2c4 Bxb3 
26.8xb3 Bxb3 27.8xd3 Bxc3 (27...Bb4 
28.Ha5 Qxc3 29.Hxc3 Bxet 30.Ha3 
@xd5 31.6f3+—) 28.Bxc3 Qxc3 29.a5+. 
23...0d7 24.a2 H6b7 25.2d2 Ha7 
26.2e37! 
26.Ac34. 
26..0b5 27.c4 2d4 28.Wd3 Ded 
29.axe5 Qxe5 30.We3 297 31.2c3 
Hab7 32.4c1 c2 33.Wd2 ad4 
34.We3 Hb6 35.d2 Wa8 36.Ha2 e6 
With counterplay. Better late than never. 
This continuation had been on the cards 
for along time. 
37.dxe6 fxe6 38.b4 Df5 39.Wf3 


we 

| ge 
| B Bah bb 
eens 
AR MA 

| & WAA 
|B Ae 
(men 
39...2xc3 


39...0h4+ 40.gxh4 Bf8 41.Wd3 Qxc3 
42.b5 with initiative (42.Wxc3? Wxe4+ 
43.f3 Wxb1—+). 
40.exf5 gxf5 41.b5 Sg7 42.He2 
a5 43.04 $f744.Be2 
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A very rare structure 


44..Wxf3+ 45.2xf3 d5 46.2d3 


46.g4!t. 


46..c4 47.\e5+ e7 48.0d1 Bc8 

49.2c6+ Hcxc6 50.bxc6 Sd6 51.94 
Too late. 

51..fxg4+ 52.hxg4 Hb8 53.2h1 

Bf8+ 54.4e3 Qb6+ 55.4d2 Bfé 

56.f4 &xc6 57.95 hxg5 58.fxg5 Hg6 

59.2h6 


59...2a5+ 
The only move, but sufficient. 
60.ge3 Hxg5 61.Hxe6+ &c5 62.44 
Hg8 63.Hb2 &c7+ 64.¢f5 Hf8+ 
65.496 Hb8 66.2a2? 
Better was 66.Hxb8 &xb8. 
66..Ha8 67.He7 &d6 68.Hae2 Hc8B 
0-1 
The interminable to-and-fro manoeuvres 
led to an interesting double-edged ending. 


Game 75 


Rajkovic,Dusan 

@ Fedorowicz,John 
Bruxelles II 1987 (3) 

1.d4 D6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.4f3 g6 
5.cxb5 a6 6.bxa6 2g7 7.c3 Axa6 
8.e4 Axfl 9.exf1 d6 10.93 0-0 
11.492 Dbd7 12.h3 Ha7!? 13.Be1 
Wa8 14.5e2 

14.05? dxeS 15.Axe5 ADxeS 

}xd5!F. 
14... Db6 15.Wd3 Da4!? 


see 


16.xe5 


A good idea. The knight presses c3 and b2. 
15...0fd7 16.2g5 DeS 17.AxeS Axes 
18.2h6 Eb8 with counterplay. 

16.295 h6 17.2xf6 2xf6 18.e5 dxe5 
18...2g7 19.e6 fS! 20.8b1 (20.ah4 
$h7F) 20...8b8 21.Axa4 Hxa4. 

19.Axe5 Dxb2 20.W3? 

More accurate was 20.Wce2 a4 21.Dxat 
Wxd5+ 22.Wet Wxed+ 23.Hxet QxeS 
24.Hxe5 Hxa4 25 Hxe7=. 

20...Ha3! 


The long diagonal is cracking under the 
bishop’s pressure 
21.He1 Da4 22.Ad7! Qxc3 23.axf8 
Ab2 
23... Wxf8 24.He3. 
24.We4 Wxf8 
24...Axcl 25.Axg6 AgS! (25...0c3)—+. 
25.Bxb2 Oxb2 26.Hxc5 Ha8 
The rest is irrelevant for the assessment of 
the opening The computer suggests the 
cool 26...Hxa2—+. 
27.8c7 Hc8 
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27...He8? 28.Wd4! 
28.0xc8 Wxc8 29.Wxe7 Ac4 
30.Wb4 Wa6 31.a4 Dd6 32.a5 Dc4 
33.Wb8+ &g7 34.We7 Dxa5 35.d6 
Wa8+ 36.¢h2 c6 37.d7 “dB 
38.Wc5 Gh7 39.We7 Wa5 40.h4 
&g7 41.492 Wd5+ 42.491 De6 
43.$f1 g5 44.hxg5 hxg5 45.91 
Wd4 46.¢f1 WE 47.We8B &g6 
48.492 Sf5 4943 &g6 50.Wg8+ 
h6 51.6h3 Wi5+ 0-1 
We have witnessed a rather rare way to 
exchange the knight on c3. We should 
notice that together with the pressure 
along diagonal h8-a1, the appearance of a 
black knight on a is not too pleasant for 
White. The Yugoslav grandmaster’s idea 
of opening the centre turned out unsuc- 
cessful too as after that, the men on the 
big black diagonal remind one of kebab 
pieces on the bishop's spit. 


D) Rare Continuations 


Game 76 

Rychagov,Andrey 

@ Zviagintsev, Vadim 

Irkutsk 2010 (4) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 &xa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.e4 Qxfl 9.xf1 DAbd7 10.h3 2g7 
11.93 0-0 12.492 Wc7 


x Ee 

Waseada 
| aA &A 
| BA 

& 

ws AAA 
| As AS 
a Bw bq 


Black has a wide range of continuations. 
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13.2.e1 Bfb8 14.Wc2 Hb4 
This manoeuvre is used from time to 
time. The rook causes harassment on the 
4th rank and the b-file simultaneously. 
15.2d2 eB 
When the queen is on c7 it is still unclear 
where the knight will go. It can also re- 
turn to f6 after making way for the 
bishop to e5. 
16.ab1 2e5 17.dxe5 Qxe5 18.a3 
Eb7 19.24 Wd7 20.b3 f5 


21.2b5! 
If 21.f4 2d4 22.DbS Dfo 23.Dxd4 cxd4 
24.exfS WxfS 25.WxfS gxfS with 
counterplay. It’s not so easy to move the a- 
and b-pawns while Black will also get 
two connected passed pawns in the centre 
with a strong knight on dS. 

21..fxe4 22.Wxe4 WES 23.We4t h5 

24.Bbd1 
24.94!? hxg4 25. hxg4+—. 

24...Dc7 25.Aaxc7 Bxc7 26.94 W7 

274 Bf8 


28.0f1 
28.Wd3 Qxf4 (28..Rd4 29.He6+—) 
29.2xf4 Wxf4 30.Wxgo+ Bhs 31.Hf1 
leads to a win. 
28..297 29.Hde1 Wf6 30.2e6 Wd4 
31.Wxd4 &xd4 32.2xg6+ 
It’s hard to imagine that the game will 
end ina draw! 
32.87 33.gxh5 c4 34.bxc4 
From here on Black captures 5 of the op- 
ponent’s pawns, but he cannot win! 
34..Hxc4 35.6f3 Hxa4 36.f5 2e5 
37.b1 Hc8 38.Hb3 Hh4 39.ce2 
ExhS 40.095 Hh7 41.296 2f6 
42.295 Qxg5 43.0xg5 Hc2+ 
44.$d3 Hh2 45.6e4 Hh4+ 46.294 
E2xh3 47.Bxh3 Hxg4+ 48.4e3 &f6 
49.2h6+ &xf5 50.2e6 Vee 


The combination of both rooks on the 
queenside with the break ...f7-f5 is obvi- 
ously unsuccessful. Aggression on the 
kingside is more appropriate when the 
rook is on f8. 


Game 77 
O Gabrielian,Arthur 
@ Bologan, Viktor 

Aix-les-Bains Ech 2011 (8) 

1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.Df3 dé 8.e4 
Qxf1 9.4xf1 Abd7 10.93 2g7 11.492 
0-0 12.h3 Wb6 13.He1 Efb8 14.e5 
dxe5 15.dxe5 Oxe5 16.Exe5 Wb7 


Quite logical, considering the weakened 
protection of the white king. 

17.Wf3 h6 18.He2 Hd8 19.2e3 2d7 
19...2xd5 20.2xcS e6 21.Axd5 Wxd5 
22.WxdS ExdS 23.8e3 HbS 24.Qcl+. 


If White manages to untie his pieces, the 
result of the game will be clear. 
20.0d1 Ha6 21.2f4 g5 22.2c1 Ded 
23.We4 c4 24.eh2 


24...b6!?. 
25.f4 £5 26.We3 Ad3 27.fxg5 hS 

27... g6 28.Wxe7t. 
28.Wf3 h4 29.gxh4 &xc3 30.bxc3 
Wxd5  31.Wxd5+ Exd5 32.2xe7 
Exa2+ 33.93 


zyad 
4 ey) 
ay | BA 
x 
| Ba 


The Moldavian grandmaster managed to 
complicate White's realization of his ad- 
vantage as much as possible, but without 
queens the king can safely move forward, 
together with the pawn cluster h3, h4, 
g5, providing White witha win. 

33...Hal 
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33...c2. 
34.5 £44 35.2h4 Haad 36.h6 Bxg5 
37.2xf4 Bh5+ 
37...Axf4 38.Hd8 mate. 
38.93 Bhf5 39.8b1 Ha8 40.h7+ 
@hB 41.2e3 Hd5 42.2d4+ Exd4 
43.cxd4 c3 44.0c7 Bd8 45.Bxc3 Hxd4 
46.0d1 4 47Oxd4 De2+ 48.¢f3 
@xd4+ 49.$e4 Deb 50.65 1-0 
White played almost impeccably in this 
game. 


Saving Time 
White can save a tempo by refraining 
from h2-h3. If Black ignores this nuance 
and continues to play mechanically, he 
will naturally feel uncomfortable as his 
opponent will have an extra tempo prac- 
tically. 


Game 78 
O Redko,Stepan 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Minsk 2005 (1) 

1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 Rxa6 7.e4 xf 
8.2xf1 d6 9.0f3 2g7 10.g3 Abd7 
11.92 0-0 12.5e1 Wa5 13.5 
dxe5?! 

13...Ag4. 
14.axe5 Dxe5 15.Hxe5 Ha7 16.Wf3 
Se8 17He4 Sd6 18.Ha4 Wh6 
19.5xa7 Wxa7 20.2f4 Wb7 
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21.81?! 
21.We2 Qxc3 22.bxc3 Wxd5+ 23.41 
Det 24.c4#, 
21...Wxb2 22.0a4 Wxa2 23.dxc5 
B15 24.Ad7? 
24.Wb3=. 
24..Hd8 25.de5 2xe5 26.2xe5 f6 
27.2c7 Exd5 28.h4 h5 29.2f4 Bd8 
30.8c7 &f7 31.2b7 We6 32.Wb3 
Bd5+ 


4 
“a 
& 
2 


The rest of the game wasn’t interesting. 
0-1 
Obviously, not all chess players will play 
so poorly with white. 
It is no wonder that usually Black tries to 
make use of the opportunity of ...Afo-g4. 
This knight leap can be carried out before 
e4-e5, interfering with this thematic ad- 
vance and establishing a piece of his own 
on e5. You will see this motif in the four 
following games. 


Game 79 


Karpov,Anatoly 

@ Salov, Valery 
Belgrade 1996 (1) 

1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 &xa6 7.e4 Axfi 
8.xf1 d6 9.93 2g7 10.2g2 Abd7 
11.2f3 0-0 12.He1 g4 13.2f4 Wad 
14.h3 Dge5 15.Aaxe5 Axed 16.We2 
Efb8 

With compensation. 
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17...Wa6 


17...c4!? looked attractive, compelling 
White to exchange on e5 (because of the 
threat ...Qe5-d3) 18.2xe5 RxeS 
19.Wxc4 (19.0d1 Wxa2 20.Exct Wb3 
with compensation) 19...2xb2=. 
18.2xe5 
18.Wxa6 Hxa6 19.2xe5 (the only move; 
19.He2 @d3 20.Hcc2 Abs with initia- 
tive) 19...2xe5 20.He2 Hb4 with com- 
pensation. 
18..2xe5 19.2c2 Wxe2 20.Hexe2 
Hb4 21.a3 
This weakening of point b3 is rarely suc- 
cessful. If 21.41? Qd4 22.e5 Ha6 — Black 
does not hurry to capture on c3, keeping 
his adversary in suspense. 
21...2b3 22.0d1 
Ideally the knight would like to move to 
c4 (@d1-e3-c4) but Black stops this by a 
standard move. 


22...ad4l 
x & 
Se Sor | 
a 4 
BA 
Ax BA 
AU EAS 
a 


This motif is often applied. As is known, 
at the edge of the board a knight can be 
caught by a bishop. 

23.De3 2xe3 24.Hxe3 
24.fxe3?! Bg7. 

24...2xe3 25.fxe3 Hb8 26.4f3 Hb3= 
As usual it is extremely difficult for White 
to realize his extra pawn. 

27.04 
27.e5 dxeS 28.e4 £5+ 29.hxe5 Hxe3+. 

27_f6 28.94 &f7 29.25 Hb5 30.a6 Had 


Rea 
& a £2) 
(= WA 
AMA 
ASMA 
Aa 
| i 
31.b4! 


The only move. White should be accu- 
rate, otherwise he will be facing prob- 
lems 

31..cxb4 32.2c6 b3 33.Hb6 b2 

34.0xb2 Hxa6 35.2b8 Ya" 
In an elite encounter 15-year old Valery 
Salov demonstrated the comparative 
safety of the rook ending when Black is a 
pawn down, especially if the opponent 
has defects in his structure. 


Game 80 

Rustemov,Alexander 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Minsk ch-BLR 1999 (2) 

1.04 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 Qxa6 6.2c3 d6 7.e4 &xfi 

8.Sxf1 g6 9.93 Ag7 10.492 0-0 

11.43 Dbd7 12.He1 Ha6 13.24 
More solid than the swift e4-e5. However, 
now this advance is postponed for a long 
time. 
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13.094 


14.2d2 Dge5 15.We2 Wa8 16.Bact 
Hb6 17.Bc2 Wa6 
17...Bfb8. 
18.Wxa6 Hxa6 19.2e3+ 
The rook effectively controls the central- 
ized knight on e5 
19...Bfa8 
19...Ag4 20.He2. 
20.h3 h6 21.a3 Hb8 22.4d1 
An original decision. As it seemed to me, 
White wished to exchange rooks, 
relieving the pressure on his pawns. 
22...Bab6 
22...g5 23.Qxe5 DxeS 24.4b3 Bxb3 
25.@xb3+. 
23.2xe5 Qxe5 24.04 
25.2xe5 Dxe5 26.f4+ 


Haé 


26...d7 27.Sf3 Sf8 
27...f6. 
28.Bec3 Ha4 29.e3 £6 30.2c4 
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White's progress is obvious, but it turns 
out to be not easy at all to transform + 
into +— 

30...b5 31.e2 Ab6 


It is necessary to kick the knight from its 
commanding position on c4. 
32.b3 Ha8 33.2a2 
33.43. 
33.5 
A typical break. Now White should be 
concerned about the knight exchange 
himself, otherwise there will be problems 
with his dS-pawn. 33...0xc4 34.bxc4 
&b1, with counterplay. 
34.2xb6 Exb6 35.exf5 gxf5 36.443 
Hba6 37.a4 Eb6 38.%c2 &f7 39.nal 
hS 40.h4 


x 


i 
& 


3 be |) a: 


& 
& 

AB RB 
| Ge 

=i 


Now the extra pawn on g3 is slightly de- 

valued, though White's advantage 

remains intact until the end of the game. 
40...Ha7 41.04 e6 42.dxe6+ Sxe6 
43.0c3 Hb4 44.Bc4 Bb8 45.Hd1 
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Hb6 46.2d3 Hb8 47.4b2 Hab7 
48.$a3 Hb4 49.Bxb4 Hxb4 50.2d2 
He4 51.a5 &d752.a6 

52.Hd5 deo. 
52...8c6 53.b4! 


The white king breaks through the de- 
fence line (4th rank), but still the material 
balance does not allow him to count on 
the win. 
53...cxb4+ 
53...Exb4? 54.Bxd6+ (54.27 &b7 55.Bxd6 
bxa7 56. Biot) 54..db5 55.Bho+—. 
54.%a4 He1 55.Ha2 
55.<&xb4 Hb1+ 56.dc4 Hal=. 
55..Hb1 56.a7 Sb7 57.4b5 &a8 
58.2b6 
Hoping to announce mate on the 8th 
rank, but Black has time to take counter- 
measures. 
58...He1 59.c2 He8 60.4a6 
60.Hc6 dS 61.Bd6 Hg8 62.Bxd5 b3 
63.843 b2 64.b3 Exg3=. 
60..d5= 61.Hc6 Hd8 62.Eb6 d4 
63.Exb4 d3 64.2b1 Hg8 


& x 


Black’s counterplay is quite sufficient for 
adraw. 

65.0d1 Hxg3 66.4b6 Hg6+ 67.c7 

Hg4 68.Bxd3 Exf4 69.4b6 Bb4+ 

70.8a6 Ha4+ 71.2b6 Vere 
Using well-known methods, Alexander 
was consistently increasing his advantage 
and turned it into +. Then, however, 
several no less standard arguments 
(...Ad7-b6; ...f6-£5) allowed the author 
to hold his not-too-pleasant position. 


Game 81 
O Cossin,Sebastian 
@ Vachier-Lagrave,Maxime 
Chalons rapid 2008 (3) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 Qxa6 7.e4 Oxfi 

8.2exfl d6 9.93 Q2g7 10.492 0-0 

11.2f3 Dbd7 12.He1 Ag4 13.We2 

WaS 14.2d2 Bfb8 
14...Wa6-15.h3 DgeS 16.AxeS 
(16.Wxa6 Bxa6 17.AxeS DxeS 18.b3 
Qd3 19.He2 Abs 20.24 Dc2 21.Hb1 
@d4 22.Heel Hb8=) 16...2xe5 with the 
usual play. 

15.Bab1 


15...Wa6 
In case of 15...8xc3 16.2xc3 Wxa2 
17.@d2 Dgfe (17...hS 18.f3 Agee 19.b3 
Wao 20.4c4 Wbs 21.Wd2+£) 18.63 
Wao 19.Ac4 Wb5 20.WF3 White has the 
initiative. 
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The simple 15...AgeS 16.AxeS &xeS 
looks rather good, with compensation for 
Black. But probably Vachier-Lagrave as- 
pired to a more difficult struggle, consid- 
ering the difference in Elo with his 


opponent. 
16.b3  Qxc3 17.2xc3 Wxa2 
18.h3?! 
Better was 18.4d2, with a slight advan- 
tage to White. 


18..Wxe2 19.Hxe2 Agf6 20.Ad2 

eB 21.0¢4 Dc7 
Keeping the d5-pawn under attack, Black 
obstructs its friend’s push (e4-e5). Be- 
sides, after the exchange of queens and 
the transition into an ending, the 
break-up of the opponent's centre with 
..f7-£5 gains in force. 

22.Beb2 f5! 


23.3 Db5 24.2d2 fxe4 25.fxe4 
até 
25...Ba3!?. 
26.2e1 a3 27.0a5 Bxa5?! 
A disputable decision, aimed at a sharp 
change of the struggle, and at confusing 
the opponent. 
28.2xa5 2c4 29.Ha2 
29.2c7 Hb7 30.Hc2 BeS 31.8a5 Bxb3 
32.2c3#. 
29..Exb3 30.2427! Axd2 31.Bxd2 
@hs 
With compensation. 
32.e5 Axg3 33.exd6 exd6 
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34.2a2 
Better 34.He7 

34..$97 35.ha7+ Gh6 36.Hee7 AS 
37.Exh7+ &g5 38.Ehd7 Hd3 
39.8a4 Exd5 40.23 Sf6 41.of2 
Hd2+ 42.2f3 Hd3+ 43.492 c4 
44.8c7 d5 45.na6+ &g5 46.Bcc6 
&f4 47.8c5 c3 48.4f2 Hf3+ 49.he2 
d4 50.Exg6 d3+ 0-1 


The Elo-favourite implemented an adven- 
turous sacrifice of the exchange, to the 
detriment of his position. But then he 
managed to confuse his less experienced 
opponent and won. 


In a fresh elite game White applied an 
idea as straight as the autobahn — estab- 
lishing a knight on b5. It is too dangerous 
to be ignored, as Magnus Carlsen proved. 


Game 82 


Carlsen,Magnus 
@ Bologan, Viktor 
Biel 2012 (8) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 &xfi 
8.exf1 d6 9.Af3 &g7 10.93 0-0 
11.92 Dbd7 12.We2 Wh6 13.a4 
Efb8 14.4b5 eB 15.295 Wd8 
16.2a3 Ab6 
16...h6!? 17.2e3 “c7 would be the stan- 
dard way to attack White's outpost on bS. 
17.63 Wd7 18.B.a2 f6 19.21 5 
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Also typical for the Benko. However, it is 
more logical with the rook still on f8. 
20.exf5 gxf5 21.Bd1 Af6 22.We6+ 
Wxe6 23.dxe6 De4 24.ah4 
Now the weakness of the f5-pawn be- 
comes evident. 
24...c4 
24...Bf8? 25.a5+—. 
25.bxc4 ©xc4 26.0c7 Dc3 27.dxaB 
@xa2 28.Ac7 Dc3 
More persistent is 28...2b1. 
29.2d3 Hc8 30.0b5 
30.0d5+—. 
30...Axb5 
Better was 30...axa4. 
31.axb5 Ec5 32.2b3 a5 33.Hb1 
2d4 34.b6 Db7 35.Bb4 &xf2 
36.exf2 He2+ 37.43 Excl 38.0xf5 
Bf1+ 39.494 c5 40.b7 1-0 


Two days later Viktor immediately trans- 
ferred the knight to c7 and reached an ac- 
ceptable position with counterplay. How- 
ever, I will repeat: if you don’t want prob- 
lems, do not use the Benko Gambit against 
players rated 2700 or above — at least not 
in tournaments with a classic time control. 


Game 83 
Nakamura,Hikaru 
@ Bologan, Viktor 
Biel 2012 (10) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfl 


8éxfl dé 9.Af3 Qg7 10.g3 0-0 
11.492 Dbd7 12.24 Wb6 13.We2 
Efb8 14.2d2 Se8 15.Bhb1 “c7 
16.2d1 Wa6 17.Wxa6 Hxa6 18.a5 f5 
19.exf5 xd5 
Interesting is 19...gxf5!? 20.0h4 f4 with 
approximate equality. 
20.fxg6 hxg6 21.Ha4 Ab4 22.e3 
Eb5 23.b3 e6 
23...HaxaS 24.@d5 leaves White with an 
edge. 
24.axb4 Exb4 25.Bxb4 cxb4 
26.8c1 Ac5 27.c4 &c3 28.4d1 
@xb3 29.0xc3 bxc3 30.Bxc3 2c5 
31.Ba3 e5 32.0d2 


& 
|x a 4 
k @ -& 
iB & 
W AvA 
32..d5 Ae 
32.1722 
33.013 Dd7 
33.0412, 


34.4e1 Db87! 35.2b3 DAc6 36.2b6 
Exb6 37.axb6 &f7 38.b7 Seb 
39.h4!14+— 

It's impossible to cope with two distant 

passed pawns 
39..6d6 40.94 e4 41.h5 gxh5 
42.gxh5 &c7 43.h6 De5 44.h7 Df7 
45.893 Sxb7 46.0c2 Sc6 47.4f4 
Sd6 48415 Ye7 49.496 of8 
50.¢f6 DAhB 51.4d4 eB 52.497 
Se7 53.éxh8 &f8 54.4e2 7 
55.2c3 d4 56.Axe4 d3 57.0d2 &f8 
58.Af3 1-0 
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Game 84 


VAmi,Erwin 
@ Braga,Fernando 

Bratto 2010 (9) 
1.d4 2f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 
a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 
Qxfl 8.xf1 d6 9.93 2g7 10.492 
0-0 11.Af3 Dbd7 12.Be1 Ag4 
13.He2 Wa5 14.2d2 Hfb8 15.2e1 
Waée 


xz 


Black has obtained excellent play. All his 
pieces are placed harmoniously. 
16.Wc2 Age5 17.Axe5 
18.Ad1 d3 
The following line is quite possible too: 
18...2c4 19.8c3 Bxc3 20.bxc3 (after 
20.Wxc3? the non-trivial 20...2a5! fol- 
lows, and then if 21.We3 @b3¥) 
20...2a3 21. Wd2 Hb6 with good coun- 
terplay. 
19.23 &xc3 20.bxc3 
20.Wxc3 2? Df4+; 20.0xc3? Hxb2. 
20...Wc4?! 
20...2b6 with counterplay. 
21.2e3 Wa6 
Obviously the black queen manoeuvres 
were just a loss of time. 
22.c4 Wa3 23.Bd2 Db4 24.Wd1 
Wc3 25.2b1 We5 
Why not 25...Ha3 26.We2 Hba8, with 
excellent counterplay (see diagram next 
page)? 


@xe5 
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x & 
aa a4 
a 4 
a& 
MAMA 
a ew BB 
a HWAGA 


26.Wf3 h5 27.2b3 &g7 28.a3 Aa6 
More effective was 28...Ac6 29.Bxb8 
Dxb8. 
29.Bdd3+ 
Correct — now White doesn’t have to cap- 
ture on b8. 
29...¢c7 30.Wf4 Wal 31.Wg5 Exb3 
32.Bxb3 6 33.Wf4 Ha7 34.Wf3 Sf7 
35.ac2 Wel 36.Wd3 h4 37.4e3 
hxg3 38.hxg3 Wal 39.Wd2 He8 
40.c2 We5 41.We2 f5 42.He3 fxe4 
43.oxe4 Wb2 44.5f4+ f6 
45.We6+ Yg7 46.4e3 Wed 47.48 
g5 


wW 
r4 4 
4 
aAwy 
& 
a) ay 


ces ee & 


a 
bad 
B 


Both opponents have been playing 
Rybka’s first choices up to here. 
48.2947! 
Better was 48.2f3. 
48...We2 49.5f3 We4 50.0xf6 exfé 
51.We6 Wxe6 52.dxe6 Ha4 53.2d3 
Sf8 54.2xd6 Se7 
Braga rises to the occasion. He’s holding 
his own in an extremely unpleasant posi- 
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tion. As usual, the rook ending cannot be 
won. 
55.8c6 Hxc4 56.Ha6 Hed 57.of1 f5 
58f3 He3 59.2f2 f4 60.94 Hc3 
61.a4 Hc2+ 62.he1 Ha2 63.a5 c4 
64.$d1 c3 65.¢c1 &f6 66.4b1 
Hb2+ 67.$c1 Ha2 68.Ha8 Sxe6 
69.a6 Sf7 70.4b1 Ha3 71.4c2 &g7 
72.Ha7+ &g6 73.4d3 Gh6 74.2a8 
$97 75.a7 Sh7 76.2e4 
Possibly the players were in zeitnot here. 
76..c2 77.8c8 Hxa7 78.8f5 Ha3 
79.5c7+ Gh6 80.Hc6+ &g7 
81.dxg5 Exf3 820c7+ og8 
83.496 Sf8 84.95 Hf2 85.416 Se8 
86.g6 Hg2 87.97 f3 88.Hxc2 f2 
89.8c8+ d7 90.8c1 Sd6 91.5f1 
91.8d1+ Sc5 92.6f7 Bg] 93.g8W+-. 
91..6d5 92.2f7 Se4 93.g8W Exg8 
94.4xg8 Sf3 95.8xf2+ Sxf2  va-12 
Having obtained convenient play quickly, 
Black then over-complicated and found 
himself on the verge of defeat. However, 
as often happens, his position was fraught 
with a considerable safety factor, and the 
dramatic struggle ended in a draw. 


Black’s play is slightly more cheerful if he 
coolly waits for the break e¢-e5 and plays 
the knight to g4 only after that. Thus, the 
e5-pawn comes under the crossfire of the 
&g7, Dg4, Qd7 and pawn dé. Then 
White's spearhead will irrevocably perish. 
After e5xd6, e7xd6 the pawn structure 
changes in Black’s favour. Judge for your- 
self. Both sides can now use the e-file, 
whereas earlier on White dominated 
there; and pawn dS is isolated (its neigh- 
bours on the e- and c-files have left the 
board). Now f2-f4 is meaningless, 
whereas earlier on the pawn centre 
f4-e4-d5 was effectively constraining 
Black. The weak d6-pawn will be covered 
by some piece from square e5. 


Game 85 

Savchenko,Stanislav 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Bucharest 2008 (8) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.e4 Qxfi 

8.exfl dé 9.4f3 Qg7 10.g3 0-0 

11.6g2 DAbd7 12.ne1 Wad 
12...Ha6; 12...Ha7; 12...Ab6 13.We2 Wd7 
14.b3 e6 with counterplay, Zhao Xue- 
Fierro Baquero, Antakya 2010; 12...Ag4. 

13.e5 Dg4 14.exd6 
14.e6 fxe6 15.Hxe6 (15.dxe6 Ades 
16.24 c4 is unclear, and so is 16...Axf2 
17.Sxf2 @xf3 18.Wxf3 gS) 15...Axc3 
16.bxc3 Wxc3 17.2f4 DdesF. 

14...exd6 15.24 


15.He4 DgeS 16.AxeS AxeS 17.Ag5 
Hfbs 18.Ha4 Whe 19.Bxa8 Hxa8 
20.We2 Wa6 21.0b5 Hbs 22.a4 c4 with 
initiative, Bosboom-Van der Weide, 
Enschede 1998. 

15...dge57! 
The intermediate 15...2fb8 is more pre- 
cise, for example: 16.He2 (not 16.2xd6? 
in view of 16...Rxb2—+) 16...Wa6 17.Bcl 
DgeS 18.DxeS AxeS 19.QxeS RxeS 
20.b3 (20.Bd2 Hb4 21.Wf3 is unclear) 
20...Rb4 21.Hd2 c4 22.He2 (22.bxc4 
Exc 23.He2 Hat 24.Bcc2 WaS with 
compensation) 22...g7 23.bxc4 Exct 
24.Exc4 Wxc4 with compensation. 

16.Axe5 Dxe5 17.8c1 
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17.He4!? Whe (17...Bfb8 18.ha¢ We 
19.Bxa8 Hxa8 20.We2 c4 21.2e3 Wb7 
22.2d4+) 18.We2 f5 19.Ha4 Hab8 
20.b3+ and the rook is rather active on 
the 4th rank. 
17...c4 
An additional weakness is created by 
17...Wa6 18.Axe5 QxeS 19.Bc2t, 
Dautov-Kir. Georgiev, Altensteig 1995. 
18.2xe5 Qxe5 19.Bc2 Hfb8 20.He4 
Ec8 21.Wf3 Hab8 22.h4! f5! 23.hee2 
Ef8 24.8c1 Hb7 25.8d2 He7 
With compensation. A few more moves 
along the first ranks and Black will almost 


equalize. 

26.Bdc2 
| Ee 
| 4 
Kw Ma 
ww ABs 
|_ ma zy 
| a wa 
|AAE AS 

pad 
26...h5? 


I overestimated my chances, relying on 
the force of the break ...f5-f4. It was safer 
to continue the waiting strategy with 
26...Hc7 27.43 f4 28.g4 Bb7=. 

27.De2 Wxa2 28.4 Qxf4 
28...8h7 29.b4+. 

29.Wxf4 c3 30.b3!+— 
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(30.Wxd6 cxb2+). 
The rest is simple. 
30..Wxb3 31.Wxd6 Hg7 32.Bxc3 
Wb7 33.8c7 Wb2 34.8c8 Hxc8 
35.Bxc8+ Gh7 36.Wd8 Ha7 37.d6 
Wb7+ 38.2h2 Wb2 39.8c7+ Exc7 
40.Wxc7+ Sg8 41.Wd8+ of7 
42.We7+ &g98 43.492 Wh4 
44.We8+ 97 45.d7 1-0 
The beginning of this duel 
enigmatic. Stanislav plunged into a long 
think and I soon had approximately 45 
minutes time odds. This was strange, as it 
was no secret that the Benko Gambit was 
my basic weapon. I could have achieved a 
viable position but 26...h5? irreparably 
spoilt everything. 


‘was 


Game 86 
San Segundo Carrillo,Pablo 
@ Caruana,Fabiano ee 
Linares 2009 (1) 

1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 Qxa6 7.0f3 dé 
8.e4 Qxfl 9.xf1 Abd7 10.93 &g7 
11.492 0-0 12.He1 Wa5 13.e5 Ag4 
14.exd6 exd6 15.2f4 Hfb8 16.He2 
Wa6 17.Hc1 Dge5 18.axe5 Axe5 
19.2xe5 Qxe5 20.b3 Hb4 21.Wel 
Wd3 


| 
a 
RAS 
v4 
ABW A 
& EASA 
Hw 
22.5e3 WS 


22...@xc3 is sufficient for equality: 
23.Bxd3 Qxel 24.Bxel Hxa2 25.He7=. 
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But the Italian legionary is fighting for 
the win. 
23.2f3 Qxc3 24.Wxc3 Wxd5 25.5e1 
He4 26.Bxe4 Wxe4 27.Wf6 We6 
28.Wxe6 fxe6 29.276 He8 30.94 g5 
31.h4 gxh4 32.2h3 d5 33.oxh4 d4 
34.493 497 35.Hf3 e5 


| & 
Ima G2) 
|& A 

| 


Fabiano has finally managed to seize the 
initiative in this position. The black 
pawns are considerably further advanced 
than the enemy's. 
36.875 d3 37.2h5 d2 38.0h1 Ha8 
39.04 Hb8 40.6f3 Hxb3+ 41.6e2 
Ha3 42.6xd2 Bxa4 43.f3 Ba3 
It is unlikely that Black will be able to re- 
alize his advantage now: too little mate- 
rial is left on the board and Black’s king is 
passive. 
44.%e2 c4 45.0h5 Ha2+ 46.he3 
Hal 47.$d2 Bf 48.5f5 Sg6 49.4c3 
hS 50.8xh5 Exf3+ 51.2xc4 of6 
52.$d5 Hg3 53.0f5+ &g6 54.oxe5 
Exg4 Veta 
By an accurate treatment of this variation 
Black easily balanced the chances. By pur- 
poseful play Caruana harassed the oppo- 
nent and he even won a pawn. But again 
the unspoken rule was proved: rook end- 
ings can’t be won. 


For dessert I now offer an example where 
White tries to advance the pawn (e5-e6). 
This leads to puzzling variations that can 


only be understood by the computer. Hu- 
man beings will inevitably make mistakes, 
it’s just a matter of who will make the first. 


Game 87 

Surjadnji,Alexey 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Tanta 2001 (8) 

1.04 26 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 2xa6 6.c3 d6 7.03 Abd7 
8.e4 Qxfi 9.exf1 g6 10.93 297 
11.492 0-0 12.2e1 Ha6 13.e5 Ag4 
14.06 


This looks effective, but it’s a rather 
double-edged line. 

14...fxe6 15.dxe6 
Two roads to the white king are opened at 
once: the f-file and the h1-a8 diagonal. 
15.Hxe6 c4, with the idea ..@d7-c5, 
gives Black counterplay. 

15... 2xc3 
15...AdeS 16.2f4 c4 also gives Black 
counterplay. 

16.bxc3 Dde5 17.2f4? 
In the Egyptian heat it was difficult to 
find the only right footpath in the jungle 
of variations. 
17.QxeS Exf2+ 18.8h3 (18.8g1 Was 
19.43 (the only move) Hxf3¥) 
18...@xe5 19.HxeS Wa8 20.Hd5 Haxa2 
21.Bxa2 Wxa2 22.2f4 Hxh2+ 23.6g4 
was unclear. 


17...Wa8 18.h3 Dh2! 
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19.Bxe5 dxe5 20.exh2 exf4 21.94 
The attack is warded off, but at the cost of 


big losses. 
21..Bxa2 22.exa2 Wxa2 23.Wel 
Wd5 24.492 Bf6 0-1 


In conclusion I bring to your attention 
several games with rare continuations. 


za Wea & 


This plan is rarely applied, at least in al- 
most 15 years of my experiences in the 
gambit nobody has ever seemed to play it 
against me. That’s why I shall give only 
examples of other players’ creativity. 

For what purpose does the knight change 
its usual route? Obviously, White sup- 
ports the knight on c3, and he is not 
afraid of its exchange. Let me remind you 
that this piece holds White's entire 
queenside together. 

However, with this move White abandons 
his control of the square e5 and so there 
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is no more sense in putting the rook on 
el. Of course, it is easier to implement 
f2-f4, but this weakens the king’s posi- 
tion. 

In a word, as always there are positive as 
well as negative aspects to the text move. 


Game 88 
Yermolinsky,Alex 


@ Ehlvest,Jaan 

St Louis ch-USA 2010 (1) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.0c3 2xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.exf1 d6 9.age2 297 10.h3 0-0 
11.691 Dbd7 12.dh2 Wad 13.Wc2 
Efb8 14.8d1 Ab6 


15.Bb1 a4 16.2d2 Axc3 17.dxc3 
@d7 
A second go. Black intends to eliminate 
the knights on square c3 all the same. 
This will open the road for the pawns on 
a2andb2. 


18.f3 Wa6 
18...Qe5+ 19.f4 (19.8h1 Qxc3 20.bxc3 
Exbl 21.8xbl Wxa2=) 19...Qxc3 


20.&xc3 Wxa2 with counterplay. 

19.b3 He5 
19...c4!2 20.b4 (20.bxc4 Wxc4 or 
20.2e3 Hb4, both with compensation) 
20...Wa3, breaking up the a- and b-pawn 
duo. 

20.a4 c4 21.0b5 
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21.b4 @d3 22.b5 Wa7 with counterplay. 
21...cxb3 22.Wxb3 Wxa4= 


xR & 

| Ba®a 

| a Fy | 

ManAa | 

wy A | 

mw AMA 
2 AS 

mn 


23.Wxa4 Hxa4 24.0c3 Haa8 
25.Bxb8+ Exb8 26.2b1 Hc8 27.Ad1 
£5 28.027! 

28.43. 
28...2c2 29.2e1 2h6 

29...Ac4. 
30.491 Sf7 31.h4 2e3 32.6f1 2c5 
33.8b7 


& ae 2 
a a 
BA@a 
& 


| & 
| x BA 
of Bee 
33... Axf2 
33...0c4 34.0d1 fxe4 35.fxe4 Dd2+ 
36.Qxd2 Hxd2 37.0c3 Hfl+ 38.8el 
Exg2-+. 
34.Qxf2 fxe4 35.fxe4 Hc4 36.293 
Exe4 37.2xe5 HxeS 38.2b5 h5 
39.0f2 Sf6 0-1 
Slow manoeuvring led to the restoration 
of material equality. Then, as often hap- 
pens in the Benko Gambit, the Estonian 
grandmaster managed to undermine the 
white centre (...f7-f5) favourably, and 
gradually won. 


ri) 


Game 89 

Timoschenko,Gennady 
@ Vaisser,Anatoli 

Arco 2010 (10) 
1.04 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.exfl d6 9.Age2 2g7 10.h3 0-0 
11.91 Wa5 12.$h2 Da6 


12...Qbd7. 
13.263 Ad7 14.095 16 15.2425 
x Ee 
ak Ga 
a a 4 
W BAMA 
& 
a) A 
AR BanAS 
& wW = 


Trying a pre-emptive tactic. White has not 
finished his development yet, and all his 
major pieces (h1, d1, a1) are still passive. 
16.exf5 Exf5 17.4 Wb6 
17...Ab4. 
18.493 Hf7 19.dge4 c7 20.Hb1 
Wb7 
20...2xc3!? 21.bxc3 (21.Rxc3 Exf4F, 
21.Axc3 @f6 22.2e3 Wb7 and pawn dS 
is lost) 21...Wa6!? with counterplay. 
21.495 Bf5 22.We2 


x 
Weak Ba 
4 a 
BAMESD 
| ey 
ey A 
SA BwWRAS 
b= & 
22..He8 


22...Ab6 23.Wxe7 He8 24.Wxd6 Act 
with compensation; or 24...Hxg5 
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25.Hhel (25.fxg5?? BeS+) 25...Bxel 
26.Hxe1 HFS unclear. 
23.2e6 Dxe6 24.dxe6 f8 25.Bhe1 
d5 26.Wf3 Hd8 27.94 Ef6 28.f5 h6 


I doubt that this position can be held. 
29.He5 

29. Bbdi+—. 
29...Exf5 30.2xf5 gxf5 31.gxf5 Dh7 
32.b3 Gh8 33.691 2e5+ 34.eh1 
Wa8 35.404 d4 36.Wxa8 Hxa8 
37.0xc5 Hxa2 38.d3 2d6 39.214 
Axf4 40.0xf4 Of6 41.0d1 de4 
42.Bxd4 4g3+ 43.91 Mxf5 
44.0d5 Dh4 45.8d7 AfS 46.a96+ 
S97 47.Axe7 Sf6 48.0xf5 Sxe6 
49.8d4 &xf5 50.b4 Hb2 51.Bc4 hS 
52.8f1 S95 53.$e1 h4 54.601 Hb3 
55.c2 Exh3 56.b5 Vee 

When he did not make use of all his 

chances Vaisser landed in a difficult posi- 

tion, but White's realization was techni- 

cally poorly performed. 


Section 4— The Ide 


In the two following examples you can 
judge the reasonableness (or its absence) 
of th sharp move g2-g4, with the idea of 
attacking on the kingside. 

Tl venture to assume that such aggression 
will achieve the aim only if the opponent 
develops mechanically. If Black doesn’t 
hurry with castling and tries to exploit the 
weakening of his adversary’s kingside, 
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then problems will arise for White. Look 
how old the games are — obviously, this 


variation is not too popular. 


Game 90 


Suba,Mihai 
@ Milos,Gilberto 
Elgoibar 1993 (5) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Ac3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.hxf1 d6 994 297 10.4g2 Dbd7 
11.95 DhS 
After 11.g5 the knight will be firmly es- 
tablished on square hS. It can be forced 
out of there by the manoeuver @gl- 
e2-g3, but this does not always work. 
12.d4ge2 Wad 13.2d2 
13.2g3?! Dxg3 14.hxg3 Qxc3 15.bxc3 
Wxc3 is unclear. 
13...de5 14.b3 
In this situation, quite possible is 14.0g3 
@xg3 15.hxg3 “c4 with counterplay. 
14...d3 15.204 Wb5 
Better 15...Wa6. 
16.2¢3 De5 17.h4 
17.4g3?! is again bad: 17...0f4 (it is un- 
desirable to let the black knight come 
here) 18.41 h6. 
17...0-0 
After h2-h4, paradoxically, castling be- 
comes more safe, since now in case of an 
exchange on g3 theh-file won't be opened. 
18.8c1 f5 19.9xf6 Qxf6 20.axe5 
&xe5 21.804 Hf6 22.f3 Haf8 


I believe you can see which of the kings is 
in more danger. 
23.Wd3 We8 24.2h3 Wd7 25.ab6 
Wb5 26.4a4 Hf4 27.Wes Wd7 
28.Ab6 Wd8 29.24 e6! 30.WI2 
Or 30.dxe6 Hxh4 31.8xh4 Wxh4 with 
attack. 
30..exd5 31.exd5 Bxc4 32.bxc4 Wa5 
Despite his extra pawn, White has an ab- 
solutely hopeless position. 
33.2xc5 dxc5 34.We3 Wel 35.f4 
35.Wxes Df4+. 
35... Wxe2+ 
35...xf4 would have won at once. 
36.Wxe2 Axf4+ 37.6f1 Dxe2+ 
38.éxe2 Hf4 39.Be3 2f6 40.h5 Exc4 
41.hxg6 hxg6 42.he6 Sf7 43.Bc6 
2d4 44.2a6 95 45.f3 2e5 0-1 


Game 91 
C Fioramonti,Hung 
@ Hodgson, Julian 
Horgen 1994 (9) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 &xa6 7.e4 Qxfi 
8.exf1 d6 9.94 
An aggressive move, but if the opponent 
reacts properly such an expansion will 
havea boomerang effect. 
9..Wc8 10.95 DhS 11.Wf3 2d7 
12.h4 h6 
Please note: Hodgson does not rush with 
castling, in order not to get under attack. 
13.92 hxg5 14.hxg5 He5 15.We2 c4 


sea 


xnWweee & 
| ka 
| wa 
| sa Aa 
AMA 
ey 
AB mwhe 
fo Az 


Black has active counterplay against the 
points g4, c4, d3. White already faces 
problems. 
16.Dh3 Dd3 17.WF3 2g7 18.0f4 
Effective, but not sufficient. 
18..Dhxf4+ 19.Qxf4 Bxh1 20.8xh1 
Wb7 
20...2xb2 21.@bS Hxa2 22.xd6 Ad3F. 
21.e5? 
21.Ad1. 
21..Wxb2 22.404 Oxf4+ 23.Wxf4 
Wxe5 
Note that the bishop on g7 participates in 
the struggle all over the board. It both 
supports the queenside and controls 
square h8. 
24.Wf3 Sf8 
We see that Black never needed to castle 
in this game. 
25.Hd1 c3 26.c5 Wxg5+ 27.2f1 0-1 


Game 92 
Mamedyarov,Shakhriyar 
@ Abdulov,Orkhan 
Baku 2011 (1) 
1.¢4 D6 2.04 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 &xa6 6.4c3 d6 7.e4 &xfl 
8.exf1 g6 9.94 297 10.492 Da6!? 


x We x) 


Conclusion 
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A logical move. Square d7 is left vacant 
for the other knight's retreat. 
11.95 Dd7 12.0f3 DbE 13.2f4 Dc7 
14.h4 0-0 15.h5 Wd7 
Looking at g4, which can come in handy 
in some cases. 


16.2h4 
16.23. 
16..a4! 
2) 
mWweke,ea 
a a 
HAW Wal 
a &4@ & 
a) a 
AB AS 
& wW 
With this move Black takes over the ini- 
tiative. 
17.e57! 


After 17.Qxa4 Hxa4 the initiative also 
passes to Black. 
17..xb2 
Now Shakhriyar has problems. 
18.Wd2 Da4 19.de2 Db6 20.Hc3 
Ha421.e4 
White isn’t satisfied with a draw, with an 
Elo difference of 400 points, but it’s like 
playing with fire. 
21..dxe5 22.axe5 Wxd5 23.axg7 
Wxd2 24.Afxd2 &xg7 25.Bahi 
gxhS 26.2xh5 Bh8 27.093 2d5 
28.0h6 ac3 29.0f5+Sg8 = Vr-¥/2 


nor piece, the bishop, is exchanged at once, which makes the play in Black's | 


| In this system White spends more time on his development. Besides, one mi- 
camp a little freer (we should not forget that Black is primarily constrained | 


by the dS-pawn). 
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The Languid Variation 


White players who feel uncomfortable in the sharp basic systems rather often apply the 
‘languid’ variation. 


1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.b6 


What is the use of the move b5-b6? 


iE 


Black loses one of two open files (the a-file) on the queenside. Now pawn a2 won't 
be under pressure at least; 


. Actually play is changed into a King’s Indian structure with a convenient blockade 


post for the white knight on c4; 


. After the advance a2-a4 Black will be compelled to either meet it with ...a6-a5, al- 


lowing a weakening of the square bS, or to reconcile to the bind with a4-a5; 


In the variations where the white pawn is on a5, White can occupy point b6 with 


the knight (Af3-d2-c4-b6, Ac3-a4-b6). 


The main drawback of this variation is the fact that unlike in the basic lines (5.bxa6) 
White does not have an extra pawn. And, you see, this lack may outweigh all the positive 
factors. 


Counterarguments for Black: 


1 


. It is possible to meet the white edge pawn’s advance with ...a6-aS. However, this 


will weaken square bS and White will direct his pieces there; 


. When the white pawn is on a5, the knight manoeuvre ...Af6-e8-c7-b5 becomes of 


interest. There it will cement the queenside and exert pressure upon the opponent’s 
position (d4, c3). Basically, a similar activation of the bishop by ...&c8-d7-bS is 
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quite good too. In case of an exchange, the a-pawn favourably gets to bS, creating a 
strong duo c5/bS. At the same time the a8-rook is opened up and the pressure 
upon White's isolated advanced pawn on a8 starts; 

. Itis possible to attack the opponent's spearhead in the centre by an early ...e7-e6; 

. Standard counterplay for the Benko Gambit is the move ...f7-f5. The f-file is opened 

up for the rook. The pawn couple e4/d5 is separated; 

5. Simplifying manoeuvres are ...2d7-e5, ...2d7-b6. As is known, usually (there are 
exceptions) exchanges improve Black’s constrained position; 

6. Though rarely, sometimes the positional exchange sacrifice ...2b8xb6 is made; 

7. Alate ...e7-e6 break; 

8. Black can capture pawn b6 with his queen or knight — the latter is less flexible and 
therefore happens less often. As we will see below, next the queen usually retreats to 
a7 (diagonal a7-g1), b7, b4 (seldom), c7, or to d8, vacating square c7 for the 
knight manoeuvre. 


ow 


I believe that Black does not need to allow a strengthening of pawn b6 by Wd1-b3, as 
this will increase White's opportunities. 


Section 1 — The Early ...e7-e6 


1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 e6 


Game 93 

Sasikiran,Krishnan 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Ajaccio 2006 (4) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.b6 e6 
Unwilling to enter upon lengthy manoeuv- 
ring in the usual structure, Black strikes a 
short straight-punch under the jaw. 

6.2c3 Dxd5 7.axd5 exd5 8.Wxd5 

Ac6 9.Df3 Hb8 10.e4 2e7 


Rowe x 
a@axea 


AB BARAB 
HABWHELAE 


Recently it has become fashionable to Aha 

play this counterblow before the advance aw 

...d7-d6. This way Black tries to save time. & 

And after all he may need to capture a 
..d7xe6 or to play ...d7-d5 at once. AB AAR 
In the practice of this line, White's results Be Some 
really impress: +3=2-0. Nevertheless, 


objective analysis shows that Black usu- 
ally had good play, and these players’ de- 
feats were not caused by the opening. 


The ‘compulsory program’ has been fin- 
ished. Now the roads diverge. 
11.2d2 0-0 12.8c3 Hxb6 13.2¢4 d6 
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13...Ab¢ is interesting. The rook will 

control the 6th rank for some time. 
14.WhS 2f6 15.0-0 2e6= 

Now what does White have here? His 

bishops are faced by worthy opponents. 
16.2xe6 fxe6 17.05 


A typical jab against the e6-d6-c5 chain. 
White breaks up the opponent's phalanx. 
17..dxe5 18.2fe1 We8 
It would be more active to centralize his 
strongest piece: 18...Wd5 19.ag5 QxgsS 
20.Wxgs BASF. 
19.Wg4 Ab4 
Better was 19...0d4. By the way, the 
b6-rook protects the pawn on a6 in case 
of 20.2xd4 exd4. 
20.We4 Was 
22.Dxe4 Hd8 
On this day Pavel was not in his best form. 
22...Axe5 23.Hxe5 AdS=. 
23.0c4 Hc6 24.93 &xc3 25.bxc3 
d5 26.Hc1 &f8 27.0a5 Hb6 
28.0b3 Hc8 29.84 


21.2xe5 Wxed 
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29...8e771 
29... Bbc6. 

30.Exc5 Hxc5 31.0xc5 a5 32.ad3 
Hc6 33.c4 Db4 34.2axb4 axb4 35.c5 
$d7 36.84 &c7 37.h4 h5 38.492 
Ha6 39.Bxb4 Hxa2 40.8f4 &c6 
41.0f7 He2 42.hxg7 Exc5 43.295 
Bd5 44.2f3 Sd6 45.oxd5+ exd5 
46.e3 Sc5 47.f3 Sc4 48.4d2 Sd4 
49.94 1-0 


Game 94 


Vernay,Clovis 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 

France tt 2010 (7) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 e6 6.c3 Dxd5 7.axd5 exd5 
8.Wxd5 Ac6 9.0f3 Hb8 10.e4 Qe7 
11.2¢4 0-0 12.2d2 Hxb6 13.2¢3 dé 
14.0-0 2f6 15.Wd2 294 


sek 


Ww ke 
aka 
4zae & 
4 
2MaAma 
& a 
AA @ AWAB 
|B x@ 
16.4e1 


The following line leads to totally equal- 
izing exchanges: 16.Wf4 Qxc3 17.bxc3 
Qxf3 18. Wxf3 Des 19.We2 Axc4 
20.Wxc4 WK6=. 
16...2xc3 17.Wxc3 De5 18.f3 Axc4 
19.Wxc4 2e6 20.Wc3 WEI? 
21.Wxf6 gxfé 
A good idea. Tregubov grabs the initiative 
in the ending. As is known, the H+2 
couple is usually stronger than B+. But 
if White plays accurately the assessment 
keeps fluctuating around equality. 


22.0f2 £5 23.exf5 Qxf5 24.hd2 a5 
25.b3 a4 26.bxa4.c4 
A consequential move: the pawn is put on 
alight square (on the bishop's colour). 
26...Ha8. 
27.21 Bc8 28.8c3 &f8 
28...Ha6. 
29.94 2e6 30.492 HaB 31.4 £6 
32.f5 Of7 33.$f2 Hxa4 34.4e3 
Eba6 35.of3 


The Russian player has managed to get a 
real advantage. 
35...2e77! 
35...d5! would have increased the advan- 
tage, when 36.@xd5? is not good as after 
36...Hd6 37.e4 Ha the knightis lost. 
36.4e4 Hxa2 37.Hxa2 Exa2 
38.ad5+ 
Iv is difficult to believe that with his extra 
pawn Black loses the game, but there 
followed 
38...6d7? 
Correct was 38...&f8 39.Axfo Hxh2F. 
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39.axf6+ Sc6 

41.Bxh7 d5+?! 
41...Ha7. 

42.5f3 Ha3+ 43.f2 Ha2+ 44.493 

Ha3+ 45.¢h4 a7 46.95 c3 47.96 

c2 48.9xf7 Ha8 49.f8W+ Exf8 

50.8c7+ Sd6 51.Bxc2 Exf6 52.695 
The smoke of the tactical skirmish has 
dissipated, and we see that the number of 
surviving black fighters is smaller than 
those of the white colour. 

52...Bf8 53.696 d4 54.Bf2 d3 55.f6 

Hg8+ 56.2h7 £d8 57.f7 1-0 


40.2h3! &c5 


Game 95 

Rakhmanov,Alexander 
@ Nepomniachtchi,Ian 

Moscow 2010 (1) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 e6 6.c3 exd5 7.Axd5 Axd5 
B.Wxd5 2c6 9.e4 Ge7 10.2c4 0-0 
11.2f3 Hb8 12.8d2 Exb6 13.2c3 
Db4 


It's interesting that Black has not blocked 
the 6th rank yet. 
14.Wd2 Qb7 15.0-0-0 &xe4 
16.Wxd7 Qg5+ 17.axg5 Wxg5+ 
18.5d2 
Black's pieces are as active as they can be 
and the white king has no safe refuge. 
The diagonal b1-h7 is under Black’s con- 
tol. 
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18.2967! 
Losing a major tempo. 18...2bb8 was 
more precise, and if 19.Hel then 
19...8d3! 
x ze 
Waka 
4 | 
a | — 
wo 
os 
AB & AWAB 
S & 


20.8xd3 Hbd8 21.&xh7+ &xh7 with 
initiative. 

19.He1 Hbb8 20.93 Wh5 
Now 20...£d3? failsto 21.f4+—-. 

21.a3 Hbc8 22.4 
22.axb4? cxb4. 

22..Wf3 23.Wd6 Ece8 24.Exe8 

Exe8 25.axb4 cxb4 26.We5! 
26.&xb4 is possible too. 

26...Whi+ 
26...Bxe5 27.Bd8+. 

27.0d1 Bxe5 28.2xe5! 1-0 
Now if 28...Wa8, 29.&c7+— finishes off, 
and if 28.Hxh1 Hc5 


Game 96 


Landa,Konstatin 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 
France tt 2011 (4.3) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 e6 6.2c3 Dxd5 7.axd5 exd5S 
8.Wxd5 Dc6 9.Af3 Hb8 10.e4 2e7 
11.2c4 0-0 12.0-0 Exb6 13.2d2 dé 
14.203 2e6 15.Wd3 axc4 

Very simple. 
16.Wxc4 2f6 17.Bad1 &xc3 18.bxc3 
Wf6 19.2d3 He8 20.Hfd1 e5 
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As usual, when only major pieces remain 
on the board the position is about equal. 
21.2xe5 Hxe5 22.f3 Ya-Y2 


Game 97 


Drazic,Sinisa 
@ Vuckovic,Bojan 

Vrnjacka Banja 2010 (3) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 e6 6.4c3 Dxd5 7.0axd5 exd5 
8.Wxd5 Dc6 9.e4 Ge7 10.2c4 0-0 
11.2f3 Hb8 12.WhS Exb6 13.0-0 dé 
14.53 Qe6 15.2xe6 fxe6 16.Wo94 
Bfé 


A rare sight: both black rooks are on the 
6th rank. 
17.2e3 Hg6 18.Wh3 Hb4 19.ad2 
Se5 20.Had1 Wd7 21.23 Hbs 
22.2f4 Ac6 23.2e3 Ded 24.0c47! 
24.2f4. 
24...Dxc4 25.bxc4 Wad 


a 
& 


c} 
xa 
& 
2 ow 


BAB 
HUES 


Suddenly it turns out that the pawns on 

a3 and c4 are weak. 
26.e5 dxe5 27.Wh5 Wxc4 28.Wxe5 
Hes 

Better was 28...Wb5¥. 
29.93 Hf6 30.0d7 Bf5 31.Wc7 2fs 
32.Wc6 Wb5 33.Bc7 Wxc6 34.Bxc6 
a5 35.21 

The numerous islands (e6, c5, a5) prevent 

Black from converting his extra pawn. 
35...b8 36.2xc5 &xc5 37.26xc5 
Hb3 38.H1c3 Hxc5 39.Bxb3 &f7 
40.492 &f6 41.h4 h6 42.94 Bcd 
4343 Ha4 44.493 &f7 45.h5 &f6 

Va-V2 


Section 2 — The 
Volga Structure 
The pawn structure here is similar to 
other lines of the gambit. 
5..d6 6.c3 Dbd7 7.e4 g6 8.3 
2979.04 Wxb6 10.a5 


ical 
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The move order is not of great impor- 
tance, and various transpositions can take 
place. However, the basic ideas remain the 
same. Pawn a5 controls square b6 in the 
opponent's camp. The white knight is 
transferred to a commanding post on c4. 
Basically a knight intrusion by @c3-a4- 
bé6 is also possible. 

At first sight Black’s position is unenvi- 
able. But if you look critically you will 
find out that he has trumps. After the 
white king’s knight leaves for the queen- 
side, the counterstroke ...f7-f5 wins in 
force. Point b5 can be used as a storage 
terminal for the knight and bishop. Any 
exchange will make Black’s life easier. As 
we will see, the queen has the right to 
choose its location (b7, b8, c7, a7, d8). 
Sometimes White tries to totally strangle 
the opponent, converging on him along 
the entire front. Obviously, things are not 
so one-sided, otherwise everybody 
would play like this. 


Game 98 


Elkin,Leonid 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Minsk 2002 (1) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.dc3 Dbd7 7.e4 g6 8.a4 
Wxb6 9.a5 Wd8 10.f4 


xewee & 
akA 4 


BH Sweone 


Direct annexation of the centre. This 
looks logical but it is not often played. 
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Probably not everybody likes the weaken- 
ing of the gl-a7 diagonal. The freedom 
of the bishop on cl is limited too. 
10.297 11.0f3 0-0 12.2c4 eB 
13.0-0 2c7 14.We2 @bS 
Playing in the gambit’s spirit, Black 
throws his a-pawn into the fire. 
15.@xb5 axb5 16.2xb5 Hxa5 
The material balance remains intact. 
White now tries to seize the initiative on 
the queenside. 
17.2d2 Hxai 18.Bxa1 Wb6 19.2a5 
Wb8 20.2c3 2xc3 21.bxc3 Af6 
22.c4 
Without time to play 22.h3, which runs 
into the good reply 22...axe4 (or 
22...DhS). 
22...294 23.h3 Qxf3 24.Wxf3 


The position has been stabilized. Let’s 
analyse it. It seems that White has 
achieved a lot. The strong g7-bishop has 
been exchanged, and he has conquered 
space on all fronts. The only open file is 
now in White's hands. But considerable 
simplifications have taken place. Many 
pieces have left the board, which 
significantly facilitates Black’s play. 
24..We7 25.We3 
Obviously hinting at the standard e4-e5 
push. 
25...b8 
Preventive maintenance. We take the 
bishop on bS under control. 
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26.na4 
26.e5 dxeS 27.fxeS Axd5. 
26...h5 27.94 0g7 28.ha1 
If 28.e5 £6 (28...De8) 29.e6 £5 with 
counterplay. 
28..e6 29.Ba6 exd5 30.exd5 Wd8 
31.0a7 Wf6 


z ef 
aa 


4 
& 


A strange position. The knight is still 
locked in its stable, but is the piece on bS 
that much stronger? We'll see in the near 
future. 
32.92 h5 
32... Wb2+. 
33.493 
Naturally White tries to keep the pawn on 
g4. Itis the lock for the prisoner on g7. 
33...Wb2 
With counterplay. 
34.We7 We3+ 
36.Wxd6?? 
White's desire to win is great, that much 
is clear. But however passive Black’s de- 
fence is, it is like a compressed spring. 
36..Wel+ 37.495 hxg4 38.hxg4 
Wg3? 
We may have been struggling in great 
time trouble if we both failed to see the 
simple finish. For all that, I might have 
considered that White would have had no 
satisfactory protection after ...f7-f6+: 
38...f6+ 39.8xg6 (39.Wxfo Exfe 
40.xfo Wh4+—+) 39...We4+ 40.bh6 
Wh7 mate. 


35.6h4 BB 


39.56? 
39.847 was the only move. 

39...Wh4+ 40.95 AhS+? 
A disappointing blunder in time trouble. 
40...Wh8! would have been an elegant 
finish. 


This would have been the culmination of 
Black’s defensive strategy. His pieces are 
completely ‘packed’, but he wins! 

Even the following knife-like blow does 


not help White: 41.Wxf8+ &xf8 
42.8xf7+ (42.Ha8+ @e8 mate!) 
42...Sg8-+. 
41.$e7 


Now the second phase of the struggle 
starts. 
41..Dxf4 42.WI6 DHS 43.We5 Dg7 
44.d6 
44.6d6 @fS+ 45.8c7 (45.xcS? 
Wht) 45...WxgS 46.2d7 Wd8+ 
47.8c6 with initiative. 
44..Df5+ 45.6d7 Wxg5 46.Wxc5 
Hd8+ 47.$c7 Hxd6 48.2a8+ &g7 
49.We5+ WI6 50.We8 Yh6 51.c5 
Hd5 52.Wf8+ S95 
The kings are heroically brave in this 
game. 
53.2c6 
55.Wxf7? 
Now this is the end. 
55...1b2+ 56.2b5 Bxb5+ 0-1 
A breathtaking struggle with numerous 
mistakes. 


We5+ 54.%b6 Hd2 
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Almost always Black gets counterplay by 
the stroke ...f7-f5. The e4/d5 tandem is 
destroyed, the f8-rook is opened up and 
the black pieces can be brought out via 
the fS-square. 

The queen on c/ periodically creates 
some disharmony between Black's pieces, 
taking away this square from the knights. 
The next game was played against a com- 
mentator of the well-known Russian 
chess website www.chesspro.ru — 
grandmaster Korotylev. Back in 1998 he 
was a young and promising master. 


Game 99 
Korotylev,Alexey 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Minsk 1998 (4) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 Wxb6 6.0c3 d6 7.2f3 g6 
8.2d2 297 9.e4 


This was also one of my first Benko ex- 
periments. Probably at this juncture Black 
should have thought for a while. But I did 
not understand the nuances of the posi- 
tion back then. 

9...0-0 
9...Qbd7 is slightly more precise, and if 
now by analogy to the game 10.Qe2 
We7 11.Ac4 bo, after 12.He3 the 
bishop remains on cl. 

10.2e2 Dbd7 11.4 We7 12.24 

Db6 13.4e3 
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White has achieved a comfortable set-up. 
It's still not a disaster, but why should we 
allow this? 

13...2.d7 14.0-0 
14.24 Bfbs. 

14...2b5 15.21 
15.Qxb5 axbS 16.AxbS Wd7 17.43 
Dat 


x Re 
Wka®a 
a Wa 

BA 

\- &@ 

| WW BY 

AB AAR 

& WES 


A typical picture for the Benko Gambit. 
White has an extra pawn but Black’s 
chances are better. 
Tf 18.We2 (18.Axa4 Exa4 19.f3 DhS 
20.2g5 ho 21.Qh4 Qxb2F) 18...0xc3 
19.bxc3 @hS 20.2g3 Axg3 21.hxg3 
Ha3 with initiative. 
15..axe2 16.Wxe2 Wd7 17.b3 Ze8 
18.2947! 
Strategically incorrect. Even when it gets 
to the desired square hé, the knight will 
be out of play. 18.W/d3 was better. 
18...¢7 
18...£5! is stronger, for example 19.h6+ 
h8 with counterplay. 
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19.26 f5 
19..Db5 
20.exf5 
20.2xg7 Sxg7 21.Wb2+. 
20...gxf5 21.2xg7 &xg7 22.He3 f4 
23.2¢4 Dbxd5 24.8 fd1 WES 


xn fe 


RE © 


Black’s total centralization and extra pawn 
counterbalance the weakened position of 
his king. 
25.4e4? 
25.Axd5 AxdS 26.WF3 would result in a 
dynamic balance. 
25...Had8 
25...f3. 
26.acd2 Gh8 27.4f3 Hg8 28.b4 
cxb4 29.Wb2+ Hg7 30.2e1 e5 
30...Ab5 is more principled and more 
accurate; —+. 
31.2xd67! 
The Muscovite is unwilling to go down 
slowly and tries to muddy the waters. 
31...Hxd6 32.axe5 Hd8 33.Wd4 
Hf8 34.0c6 Sg8 35.2d6 f3 36.0xf3 
ata 
36...Exg2+ 37.hxg2 Wxf3+ 38.0f1 
(38.g1 @f4 39.We4+ AcdS—+) 
38...Whi+ 39.8e2 He8+ 40.843 
Wxel-+. 
37.0d8 Hxg2+ 38.2f1Wb5+ 0-1 
Generally I liked this placement of the 
white pieces — I tried to apply it several 
times when playing on the other side of 
the barricades. 


Game 100 

Kasparov,Sergey 

@ Shteinberg,Boris 

Odessa 2001 (6) 

1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.b6 Wxb6 6.Ac3 g6 7.Af3 2g7 

8e4 d6 9.2e2 0-0 10.Ad2 Abd7 

11.2¢4 We7 12.2f4 
Following in Korotylev’s footsteps. 

12.25 
Straightforward and frank. But is it good? 
Black’s pawn structure will be spoilt, for 
one. 

13.dxe5 
13.Qxe5!? dxeS, trying to play against 
the bad bishop on g7. 

13..dxe5 14.2e3 


At least the isolated pawn on cS can be 
considered to be a weakness in Black's 
camp. 

14...Hd8 15.0-0 
15.We2. 

15...—Eb8 
15...e6 16.24. 

16.b3 
16.We2. 
16...De87! 
06. 
17.0a4 e6 18.Hc1 exd5 19.Bxc5 
We7 20.8xd5 Hxd5 21.Wxd5+ 
Qb7 22.Wc5 2f8 23.Wxe7 Qxe7 
24.63 
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x a 
a Bava 
4 4 
a 
& 
A BA 
& 2 Raw 
£® 


The further technical realization is rather 
simple, therefore I give it without com- 
ments. What is important for us is that 
Black's strategy (...0d7-e5, ...d6xe5) has 

come to grief. 
24..f5 25.exf5 gxf5 26.0c5 f4 
27.2f2 Qxc5 28.2xc5 Sg7 29.hf2 
Sf6 30.2d1 Bc8 31.b4 h5 32.93 a5 
33.gxf4 axb4 34 fxe5+ &xe5 
35.2xb4 Df6 36.2b1 2d5 37.Bb2 
Sf4 38.2f1 h4 39.a4 Hel 40.ad2 
He7 41.a5 2a8 42.axf4+ oxf4 
43.Hb4+ &g5 44.Hc4 Hf7 45.2e2 
Ef6E 46.0c5+ Gh6 47.26 &xf3 
48.2xf3  Hxa6 49.5h5+ w&g7 
50.Bxh4 Eh6 51.2g4+ &h8 52.h4 
Hb6 53.Ha4 &g7 54.493 Gh6 
55.ha7 Hb3 56.¢f4 &g6 57.h5+ 
Sf6 58h6 Hb8 59.2e4 Eh8 
60.2a6+ e7 61.4e5 Hb8 62.2a7+ 
1-0 


Game 101 


Kasparov,Sergey 
@ Medunova,Vera 
Olomouc 2001 (2) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.Ac3 Abd7 7.f3 g6 8.e4 
2g7 9.44 Wxb6 10.a5 Wc7 
This is possible too, but to what end? 
11.2e2 0-0 12.0-0 Eb8 13.2d2 Aes 
14.04 Wb7 
You must admit that ...Wb6-b7 in one 
move would have been more economical. 
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15.544 Wb3 Game 102 
O Maslik,Miroslav 
& @ Antoniewski,Rafal 
@a Slovakia tt 2010/11 (10) 
| 1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
4 5.b6 Wxb6 6.2c3 dé 7.Af3 g6 8.Ad2 
4 Sg7 9.e4 0-0 10.2e2 Abd? 11.c4 
AMA We7 12.0-0 Bb8 13.2.2 Db6 14.63 
w Now 14.4aS can be played as Black does 
Fy 2Ran not have the blow 14...Abxd5? 15.2xd5 
@xd5 16.exdS since knight a5 is pro- 
H OWeEs tected. But the simple 14...a8 forces the 
The queen is nota frequent visitoronb3. —_ knight to return: 15.@c4 (15.2c6 Bxb2). 
16.2d2 Wxd1 17.Hfxd1 c7 14..Dxc4 15.axc4 2g4 16.2e2 De5 


18.Bab1 17.61 Wb7 18.We2 f5 
Perhaps 18.@ab6 is more precise. = 
18.15 xo Ee 
A timely break. wW a Ga 
19.295 D671 lé a a 
More reliable is 19...2f6 20.&xf6 Exf6. BA@a 
20.e5+ & 
To reiterate: the break ...f7-f5 makes AB = 
sense only if the reply e4-e5 is impossi- iAMWHOAAR 
ble. 
20...Afxd5 21.2xe7! “Ee ES a 
19.f4 294 


19...A7 is not good, as the knight will 
be limited by the f4-pawn there. 
20.e5 dxe5 21.h3 Dh6 22.fxe5 Af7 
23.e6 DAd6 24.2f3 
24.Bfdl. 
24...c4 25.Hb1 cxb3 26.xb3 Wa7+ 
27.h1 Exb3 28.Wxb3 Wd4 29.8d1 
2b7 Yo-V2 


Damaging the pawn carcass of the oppo- 2 & @a) 

nent. a BAva 
21..axe7 22.exd6 Dc6 23.dxc7 & 
Eb7 24.d6 Exc7 25.axc8 Hfxc8 w 
26.2xa6 HaB 27.2c4+ &f8 WEY 
28.axc5 Se7 29.2e6 EccB lA a 
30.axg7 @xa5 31.2d5 Habs = 


32.2e6 Ec2 33.b4 1-0 
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White could have struggled for an advan- 
tage again after 30.4a4, but the authority 
of the Elo-rating played its part. 


Maybe it is more logical for the queen to 
remain on d8, where it supervises square 
a5, is close to the kingside and is in no- 
body's way. 


Game 103 

Hovmoller,Kristian 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Esbjerg 2003 (3) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.b6 d6 6.c3 Dbd7 7.e4 g6 8.Af3 

&g7 9.Dd2 0-0 10.2e2 Axb6 11.44 

bs 
A useful move for general reasons. At the 
same time the rook vacates square a8 for 
the knight. 

12.0-0 He8 13.2a3 Hc7 14.2d3 
At first sight Black is totally cramped, 
however any break (...e7-e6, ...f7-f5) will 
drastically change the situation. 
14.8b3 Qd7 15.a5 Dba& 16.Hxb8 
Wxb8 and using square b5 Black plans to 
bring his pieces outat large. 

14.15 


15.a5 “d7 16.exf5 e5 17.2e2 
Qxf5 
Black has established his pieces and starts 
grasping the initiative. 
18.Ac4 Dxc4 
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18...b4F. 
19.2xc4 Db5 20.0xb5 axbS 21.2d3 
Wd7 22.b3 Ha8 23.We2 &xd3 
24.Wxd3 Ha7 25.He1 WS 26.Wxf5 
Exf5+ 


& 
x & B42 
a 4 
ABA E 
BA 
BAB 
om - i: 


An illustrative position. Please pay atten- 
tion: after the exchange of queens no 
mating attack can take place, and the 
weaknesses of the white pawns on b3, dS 
and a5 will decide the issue. 
27.2d1 2c3 28.a6 Bf8 29.295 Bfa8 
30.93 &f7 31.2d3 26 32.2xf6 Sxf6 
33.2.5 b4 
The procedure has been finished, and 
now pawn a6 falls. 
34.Be3 Hxa6 35.Hb5 H6a7 36.492 
Hc7 37.He6+ &g7 38.He3 Hca7 
39.h4 h5 40.0b6 Bf8 41.4 HS 
42.8d3 Ha2+ 43.23 He2 44.4e4? 
White does not notice the following un- 
expected manoeuvre. 
44..He2+ 45.2f3 Hee5 


& 
4 


za 
ami 
& 
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Pawn d5 is lost, which spells the end. 
46.0b7 &f8 47.Hb8+ &f7 48.0b7 
Exd5 49.He3 Hde5 50.Hxe5 dxe5 
51.$e4 exf4 52.9xf4 Sf6 53.Hc7 e6 
54.0d7 Hd5 55.oxd5 exd5+ 
56.exd5 Of5 57.bxc5 Sxf4 
58.xb4 g5 59.hxg5 &xg5 0-1 


Game 104 
Deschler,Fabrice 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Figueres 2007 (2) 

1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.4c3 Abd7 7.a4 Wxb6 
Be4 g6 9.Af3 Qg7 10.2e2 0-0 
11.2d2 Wd8 12.4¢4 AbE 13.4e3 


23...2b7 


White exceeded After 


the time-limit. 
23...Qxe2+ 24.Wxe2 Ad7 25.aca4 
&b7 Black's position is better, but it is 
difficult to compare the passed c-pawn 
with the doubled pawns on a3 and a5. 


Game 105 


Do you see the difference with the game 
against Korotylev? Here the bishop re- 
mains on cl. 
The presence of the queen on d8 (instead 
of b8, b7, a7) prevents 13.@a5? on ac- 
count of 13...abxd5 14.Ac6 Axc3—+. 
13..Hb8 14.0-0 Se8 15.a5 “d7 
16.Ac4 c7 17.295 Db5 18.Wd2 
18.AxbS axb5 19.Axd6 Bab — see Karr- 
Kasparov (Game 108). 
18.06 
18...ad4. 
19.43 
19.2h6? Axc3 20.bxc3 Axes. 
19..d4 20.8a3 Hb3 21.Wd1 Exa3 
22.bxa3 He8 23.ab6 
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Kropik,Martin 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Weiz 2011 (1) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.2c3 Abd7 7.4f3 g6 8.e4 
Qg7 9.dd2 Dxb6 10.a4 Hb8 11.a5 
Hab 


am ewe 
| kawa 
a a wa 
AWA 
& 
a 
A A AAB 
H wees 


The knight finds a convenient route to c7. 
The rook has providently vacated the cor- 
ner square for it. 
12.¢4 0-0 13.2e2 2d7 14.e5 

This advance is facilitated by the fact that 
there is a bishop instead of a knight on 
d7. However this is not advantageous for 
White. 


14.0-0 &bS 15.0xb5 axb5 16.0d2 Ac7 
was unclear. 

14...De8?! 
A modest reaction. 14...dxe5 was more 
principled: 15.AxeS (15.e3 We7 un- 
clear) 15...0c7 16.0c6 Bxc6 17.dxc6 
Wc8F. 


15.274 2b5 
Compelling the opponent to give up the 
pawn oneS. 

16.exd6 exd6= 17.Wd2 &xc4 


18.2xc4 Dac7 19.0-0 Bb4 
With the exchange of a couple of pieces it 
definitely gets easier for Black to breathe. 
20.b3? 
Better 20.Wd3. 
20...2xc3!F 


White resigned, but of course this was 
premature. After 21.Wxc3 @xd5 he only 
loses a pawn. 

Not 20...Ab5? 21.Ha2! Bxal 22.Hxal 
(22.Axb4 Qc3-+) 22...Exc4 23.bxc4 
Dd4=. 


The queen feels rather comfortable at a7. 


Game 106 


Hilmer,Frank 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Bad Zwesten 2005 (3) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.4c3 Abd7 7.e4 g6 8.Af3 
297 9.a4 Wxb6 10.a5 Wa7 
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Here the queen is looking at f2. 
11.2e2 Hb8 12.ad2 0-0 13.4 
eB 140-0 Sc7 15.4a4 Ab5 
16.dab6 De5 

16...Ad4 17.243 Des. 
17.Oxe5 Qxe5 18.204 2d7 19.Wd3 5 


20.f4 
Not the most successful idea. Now the 
black bishop can jump to f5 with tempo. 
Better was 20.0xd7 Wxd7 21.exfS WxfS 
with counterplay. 
20...fxe4 21.Wxe4 Of5 22.We2 2d4 
23.Wd1 297 
A dynamic equilibrium has been reached. 
24.2d3? 
White should not have given up his con- 
trol of square e6. 24.Hf2 was equal. 
24...e61F 25.2xf5 
25.dxe6 @xe6 and the d- and c-pawn 
duo will occupy the centre. 


25...exf5+ 
| = Re | 
w Ba 
aX) kk a 
A MAMA 
a A 
1a) AK 
# Owes 


The pawn structure has changed in 
Black's favour. 
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26.Bb1 Hfe8 27.2d2 He4 28.¢h1 
@bS 29.He1 Hbe8 30.Exe4 fxe4 
31.2e3 Ad4 32.Wd2 2xe3 33.Wxe3 
W97 34.04 Wd4 


Total centralization helps Black to win yet 
again. 
35.Wxd4 cxd4 36.491 e3 37.Hel 
Hc8 38.b3 Bc5 39.8f1 Hxd5 40.be2 
Bc5 0-1 


The queen’s placement at b7 is also rather 
opportune. 


Game 107 

Arutinian,David 

@ Ponkratov,Pavel 

Martuni 2010 (8) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.4c3 Dbd7 7.24 Wxb6 
8.e4 g6 9.a5 Wb7 10.0f3 297 11.h3 
0-0 12.24 DeB 13.0-0 Ac7 14.Wd3 
Bb8 15.2a3 Ab5 16.2b3 


A logical transfer, pinning down the 
knight. 

16...We7 
White has four attacks on bS against two 
protecting forces of the opponent. How- 
ever, please note that the pawn does not 
get lost, as when the rook leaves for the 
b-file, the a5-pawn remains without pro- 
tection. 

17.2xb5 axb5 18.Exb5 Exb5 19.2xb5 

Wxa5 20.295 Wd8 21.Wd2 f6 
Driving the bishop back. The pawn will 
move onto fS. 


22.8€3 £5 23.b4 @f6 


24,.bxc5 
24.exf5 QxfS 25.bxc5 Des is a bit better 
for White: 26.We2 dxc5 27. 2c6#. 
24..0xe4 25.Wb4 dxc5 26.2xc5 
@xc5 27.Wxc5 Wd6 28.Wc4 2f6 
29.c1 e6 30.dxe6 2xe6 31.Wxe6+ 
Vale 
32...Wxe6 33.2c4 results in full equality. 


Sometimes Black makes a promising sac- 
rifice of an exchange for a pawn. 


Game 108 
Karr, Jean Philippe 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Cappelle-la-Grande 2000 (7) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.Ac3 Abd? 7.e4 g6 8.Af3 
2g7 9.a4 Dxb6 


9...Wxb6 is more flexible because after 
10.a5 it is possible to choose a retreat 
square for the queen, whereas the knight 
only has square d7. 
10.a5 Dbd7 11.Re2 0-0 12.0-0 Bb8 
13.0Ad2 De8B 14.4c4 Dc7 15.295 
Bes 
15...Ab5 
16.0b6 Ad7 17.Ac4 DbS 18.0xb5 
axb5 19.0xd6 


a ie 
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It seems that Black has overlooked this 
blow, but the line continues. 

19...2a6 20.e5 
Vacating square e4 for the knight. 
If 20.Axb5 Axb5 21.d6 BFEF. 

20...2xe5 
20...h6 21.Qh4 g5? 22.0f5 gxh4+ 
23.Axb5! QxbS (23...Axe5 24.2xa6+) 
24.We4+—. 

21.2e4 2xb2 22.d6! 
Correct, otherwise White will have a 
worse position. 

22...2.16 23.dxe7?! 
23.Qxf6 exf6 24.2c3 would have given 
White counterplay. 

23...2xe7 24.2.h6 DFE 
An exchange sacrifice in the style of for- 
mer world champion Tigran Petrosian. 
24...He8F is more prosaic. 

25.0xf6+ 2xf6 26.2xf8 Wxf8 
The tide has turned and the advantage is 
on Black's side. 
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x Wed) 
‘- a 
2 Ba 
Rak 
ZARA 
& WHESs 


27.8b1 c4 28.Wd5 Hd8 29.Wc6 Hd6 
30.Wc5 2d4 31.Wg5 He6 32.294 
Ef6 33.Oxb5 
At last the Frenchman has managed to re- 
turn the exchange, thereby destroying 
one of the opponent’s terrible bishops 
and one of the dangerous couple of 
passed pawns. However, this does not 
bring White relief. The pressure on f2 
plus the well-advanced passed c-pawn 
provide Black with an advantage. 
33...2xb5 34.Wxb5 c3 35.2f3 HFS 
36.Wd3 Wd6 37.Ed1 Bc5 38.204? 
Exad 
An even quicker win was yielded by 
38...f5 39.2f3 Qxf2+ 40.exf2 Wxd3 
41.8xd3 c2—-+. 
39.93 Ha4 40.492 Wi6 41.4 Eb4 
42.8h1 S97 43.Hai &b6 44.He1 
a5 45.0d1 Hb2 46.Wd5 &b6 
47c4 Hd2 48.c1 2d4 49.Wc7 


We6 50.Wb7 2e3 
50...c2 51.Bxc2 (51.8xc2_ We?) 
51...Wh3-+. 
51.Bc2 Wh3 0-1 
Game 109 
O Sagar,Shah 


@ Turov,Maxim 

Mumbai 2010 (2) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.c3 Abd7 7.e4 g6 8.2f3 
Eb8 9.2d2 Dxb6 10.2e2 2g7 11.0-0 
0-0 12.24 Se8 13.a5 Ad7 14.0c4 


129 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Bc7 15.295 Db5 16.Ha4 h6 17.2e3 
2d4 18.Dab6 @xb6 19.0xb6 


Row Ke 
aad 
ao &b 


4a 
A BA | 
a 


|_&8 BAB 
|B WES 


Still nothing special, we're following the 
usual pattern. But now a creative ex- 
change sacrifice follows. White must al- 
ways take this into account. 
19..Exb6!? 20.axb6 Wxb6 21.a2 
}xe2+ 22.Wxe2 Wb3 23.Hfal f5 
24.37! 
Better was 24.Wd1 Wxd1+ 25.Bxd1 
fxe¢ 26.Ha4 QF5 27.Bxa6 Hb8 28.Ha2 
g5 29.2 Sf7 with compensation. 
24..fxe4 25.fxe4 e6 26.Wd2 Gh7 
27.dxe6 Wxe6 28.a4 Wb3 29.H1a3 
29.e5!? QxeS 30.Qxh6=. 
29...Wb5 
Perhaps he won't notice the mate on f1? 
30.fa1 Wb3 31.21a3 Wxb2 
32.Wxb2 &xb2 33.2b3 2e5 


AB 
= = i 


The two bishops are powerful, and 
Black's chances are a little better. 
34.22 S97 35.293 2d4+ 36.Bxd4 
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The only move, but sufficient. 
36...cxd4 37.1d3 2d7 38.Bxd4 &b5 
39.h4 He8 40.2xd6 

The rest is of no interest. 
40...Sf7 41.4f2 He8 42.8f4 Be2+ 
43.0d2 Hc4 44.8e3 a5 45.2xh6 a4 
46.2f4 He3+ 47.$d4 Hb3 48.2d6 
Se6 49.2f8 Hg3 50.%c5 Hb3 
51.44 Hg3 52.4c5 2e8 


_ a mo 


ea 


Black keeps the urge to fight on, even 

with a pawn down! 
53.2d6 Hg4 54.93 Hxe4 55.2f4 Het 
56.8d3 Hb1 57.He3+ &f7 58.%c4 
2b5+ 59¢d4 Qd7 60.Ha3 <f6 
61.2c3 £5 62.6c2 Bb6 63.43 &g4 
64.4d4 Hb4+ 65.4c3 He4 66.¢d2 
&2f5 67.He3 Hc4 68.83 Hd4+ 69.4c1 
Bb4 70.he3 Hbi+ 71.¢d2 Hb2+ 
72.c1 He2+ 73.¢d1 Ha2 74.206 
Ac2+ 75.d2 2f5+ 76%c3 a3 
77.863 Hd2 78.2xa3 Hd3+ 79.Bxd3 
Bxd3 80.2d6 g5 81.hxg5 &xg5 
82.$c3 25 83.204 bg4 84.24 Verve 


Game 110 

Gleizerov,Evgeny 

@ Georgiadis,Nico 

Vienna 2011 (6.8) 

1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.b6 d6 6.c3 Abd7 7.e4 Hb8 8.0f3 

96 9.2e2 297 10.0-0 0-0 11.24 Exb6 
We seldom see a rook here. Why not take 
with the knight or queen? Let’s see. 


12.Ad2 Bb4!? 
This was Black's intention. The rook gets 
onthe opponent's nerves, keeping him in 
suspense. 

13.a5 De5 14.47! 
14.h3. 

14..0eg4 15.0c4 

d4+ 17.Sh1 f5! 


Des 


16.Wel 


Black’s pieces are quite active: both rooks, 
both bishops and the knight on g4. 
18.exf5 Qxf5 19.Wg3 Agf6 20.He3 
xe3 21.Wxe3 Oc7 22.9f3 Bd4F 
Surrounding the key pawn d5. White's 
dark-squared bishop is passive because of 
of the pawn on f4. 
23.b3 Dcxd5 24.axd5 @xd5 
25.We2 Hf7 
25...Wd7. 
26.2b2 
26.Axd5 Hxd5 27.Wxa6 2d3. 
26..axf4 27.Wxa6 Hb4 28.Wa8 
Wxa8 29.2xa8 2d3 
29...Exb3. 
30.2f3 Hb8 31.2c6 2a6 32.93 De6 
33.Exf7 Sxf7 34.491 Hxb3 35.2h8 
c7 36.Ha2 Hb1+37.ef2e5 0-1 


The next game was played in the first 
round against the strongest participant of 
a round-robin IM tournament. I was very 
tired after a long journey. In addition, the 
organizer (the chess club director) put 
me into an abandoned flat on the out- 
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skirts of Lviv (Ukraine) instead of the ho- 
tel he'd promised. I rarely had water avail- 
able there ©. But despite all this the game 
turned out interesting. 


Game 111 
Maximenko,Andrey 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Lvov 1997 (1) 
1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.Af3 dé 
5.cxb5 a6 6.b6 Abd7 7.Ac3 Wxb6 
8.e4 g6 9.2d2 &g7 10.a4 0-0 11.c4 


eK 


11..We7 
This game was played in the earliest days 
of my acquaintance with the Benko Gam- 
bit. Today I would hardly put the queen 
on this square, though it can’t be called a 
mistake. 
11...Wb4. 

12.a5 De8 13.22 Wb7 
Silently confirming the inaccuracy on the 
11th move. 

14.295 f6 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Not a good-looking move at all, but it is 
always necessary to remember: the pawn 
is not fixed on f6, usually it stays there 
only temporarily. 
15.23 Dc7 16.h4?! 
As practice shows, in the Benko Gambit 
attacks of this kind rarely achieve the aim. 
16...b5 17.h5 f5! 
With counterplay. The bishop on g7 is 
released. 
18.hxg6 hxg6 19.exf5 


19...xf5 
The principled 19...@xc3! is stronger: 
20.bxc3 &xc3+ 21.2d2 Qxal (if Black 
is afraid of losing the bishop 21...2d4 is 
also not bad: 22.He3 (22.Re3 Qc3+ 
23.Qd2=) 22...Hb8 with counterplay) 
22.Wxal Hf6 unclear. 

20.294 @xc3 21.bxc3 &xc3+ 

22.2d2 297 
The right decision. 22...&xal?! is with- 
out prospects after 23.QxfS  gxfS 
24.Wrxal. 

23.2e3 De5 
And now (with the knight on e3) the 
computer insists on 23...@xal 24.Qxf5 
(24.Axf5 gxfS 25.Wxal (25.Axf5 DFE 
26.2xc8 Exc8 27.Wxal Wxd5¥) 
25..DeS¥F) 24...gxfS5 25.\Wxal DFE 
26.2c3 AxdSF. 

24.2xf5 2xf5 25.0-0 Hs 
25...d3. 

26.Ha3 2d3 27.He1c4 
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Ze | 
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A BAe 
ry 
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We can see that Black's compensation is 
sufficient. 


28.2c3  Wa7 29.2xe5 Qxed 
30.2xd3! cxd3 31.Wxd3 &g7 
32.494 Bf4 
The only move. 


33.Wh3 Wd4l= 


: — = _ 


By precise moves Black has centralized all 
his pieces and protected himself against 
all evil. 
34.Wh6+ Sf7 35.dxe5+ dxeS 
36.Wh7+ 246 37.Wh8+ <7 38.Wh7+ 
&f6 39.Wh8+ £f7 40.Wh7+ Yee 


In turn, the exchange of dark-squared 
bishops by &h6 reduces the opponent's 
potential and is favourable for White. 


Game 112 
Szymanski,Andrzej 
@ Kasparov, Sergey 
Kolobrzeg 2004 (7) 
1.44 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.0c3 Dbd7 7.a4 Wxb6 


8a5 Wd8 9e4 g6 10.4f3 &g7 
11.2e2 0-0 12.0-0 


12..De8 
12...0b8!2, 13.Ha2 (13.We2 eB) 
13...b4 with counterplay. 

13.24 


13.&c4 Dc7 14.Hel DbS 15.De2 Des 
16.AxeS QxeS 17.Ha2 Qg7 18.b3 £5 
with counterplay, Mikhalevski-Gershon, 
Israel 2010. 
13...b8 14.Wd2 2c7 15.2h6 &xh6 
16.Wxh6 f6 17.Wd2 We8 18.Hab1 
Eb4 19.e1 f5 
The idea is familiar, but without the 
g7-bishop the potential of Black’s initia- 
tive is not so great. 
20.Ac2 Hb8 21.exf5 Exf5 22.4 Wis 
23.294 


23...f7? 


Much more 23... Of6 


stubborn is 
24.Qxf5 QxfS 25.Hfd1 Hb3, when it is 
not so easy for White to untie his pieces 
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(@c3, @c2, Hb1) and there are no open 

files. 
24.2e6 D6 25.2xf7+ Wxf7 26.b4 
c4 27.4He3 2f5 28.Axf5 gxf5 
29.Wd4 Dcxd5 30.Wxc4 Axc3 
31.Wxc3 De4 32.Wd4 h6 33.Efc1 
@h7 34.0c7 Hg8 35.b5 axb5 
36.Bxb5 Hg7 37.Wd5 Hxg2+ 
38.oxg2 Wg7+ 39.0f1 1-0 


It is quite OK for Black to stop the oppo- 
nent's flank pawn by ...a6-aS. 


Game 113 


Kasparov,Sergey 
@ Hardarson,Robert 
Olomouc 2000 (3) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 g6 6.c3 d6 7.Af3 2g7 8.ad2 
@bd7 9.e4 0-0 10.2e2 Dxb6 11.04 
a5 
Simpleand sufficient. 
12.204 Dxc4 13.2xc4 2a6 
The Icelander plays extremely straightfor- 
wardly, without overly subtleties. 
14.2xa6 Hxa6= 15.We2 Hb6 
16.0b5 


White controls the squares c4 and bS but 
it is difficult to draw real benefits from 
this. 
16..e6 17.dxe6 fxe6 18.0-0 d5 
19.exd5 exd5 20.We2 De4 21.23 
He6 22.nae1 7?! 
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22.f3 Dc3 23.AxcS He2+ 24.6h1 Wh4 

25.Axf8 Dg3+ 26.61 Hert 27.Sh1=. 
22...Bfe8 23.8d1 d4 24.2¢1 

24. Of4 with the threat @c7 or Qc7. 
24..2e5 25.Wc4 S97 26.93 Wh6 
27.b3 2f6 28.2f4 2e5 29.2d2 hd 
30.Wd3Wc6 31.4a3 h4 32.0c4 &c7 


Black is doubtlessly ahead in the develop- 
ment of his initiative. 


33.gxh4 Bh8 34.Wh3 2d8 
34...g5-+. 
35.2f4 Qxh4 36.2e5+ 2f6 


37.Qxf6+ Exf6 38.Wg2 Hf4 39.3 

6 40.Bde1 
40.Wxg6+ Sxg6 41.He5+ She 
42.4xc6 Hg8+ 43.8h1 Dd5 with com- 
pensation. 

40...0d5 41.0e5 
41.Hes. 

41.816 42.094 WI543.oh1 2-12 
A draw with great difficulty. The result of 
a struggle against my own opening... 


Sometimes Black manages to ignore the 
knight on bé by passing over it. 


Game 114 
Navrotescu,Catalin 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Tanta 2001 (6) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.4c3 Abd7 7.e4 g6 8.a4 
Wxb6 9.a5 Wd8 10.Af3 2g7 11.Ad2 


seo 
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0-0 12.¢4 Hb8 13.2d3 De8 14.0-0 
@c715.2a4 
A standard manoeuvre. White intends to 
establish the knight on b6 anyway. At the 
same time he avoids the exchange on bS. 
15..De5 16.axe5 Axe5 17.ab6 


This looks like a serious achievement, 
however we shouldn't exaggerate the 
value of this outpost. 
17.247 
At once 17...e6 is also good, with coun- 
terplay. 
18.2b1 &b5 
Gradually bypassing the knight on bé. 
19.2h6 He8 20.b4 
White displays a natural desire to destroy 
the advanced c5-pawn. 
20..e6 21.f4 2d4+ 22.h1 exd5 
23.exd5 &xd3 
23...He3!? with initiative. 
24.Wxd3 He3 25.Wd2 Wh4 26.295 
Wg4 27h3 WS 28.bxc5 Wes 
29.8h2 dxc5 30.d6 De6 31.47 


Maximum cenwalization of the black 
pieces. 

31..Axg5 
The principled 31...He2 would have 
taken this fight to its logical conclusion: 
32. Wxe2 Wxe2. 
In time trouble I was confused by White’s 
threats to promote with d7-d8W. But this 
is unrealizable, for example 33.Hbel 
(33.Qc8 Hb2 34.Bxb2 Wxfl 35.Bb8 
git 36.93 Wh+ 37.424 hs#) 
33...WbS 34.Bxe6 Wxfl (34...fxe6—+) 
with the mating continuation 35.2e8+ 
Sg7-+. 

32.2c8! 
And here some real problems arise. 

32...Exb1 33.d8W+ &g7 34.ad6 


w 
| 42a 


An important moment in the game. 
34...We6? 
The following lines could have led to a 
draw: 
34...Bxh3+ 35.gxh3 @f3+ 36.Exf3 
Wxf337.De8+ (37.0F5+ — gxfS 
38.Wg2+ Wxg2+ 39.xg2 Hb2+ and 
Black should survive in this position) 
37...8g8 38.0f6+ Sg7 39.Des+ 
(39.h5+? Wxh5) 39...Sg8=; 
34...0f3+ is sufficient too: 35.Hxf3 
(35.gxf3 Wxf4+ 36.92 Hxfl—+) 
35...Exf3 36.Axe4 Qglt+ 37.6h1 
d4+ 38.oh2=. 
35.De8+ Wxe8 36.Wxe8 Hxe8 
37.Exb1 De4 38,Wd3 Ac3 
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x 
42a 


39.0b77! 
39.Hf1+—. Black’s problem is the pres- 
ence of the a-pawns. If a passed pawn is 
created on the a-file, White will win. 
39...He1 
The right idea — only a counterattack can 
save the game. 
40.94 He2+ 41.¢h1 De4! 42.Wb3 
42.Wxe2 Dg3+ 43.6g2 Dxe2. 
42..Df2+ 43.892 Dd3+ 
An invisible wall has been put up before 
the white king, which is impossible to 
overcome. 
44.93 He3+ 45.h2 
46.93 He3+ 47.6h47! 
Already playing with fire. 
47..De5 48.Wa2?? 
The only way to continue the struggle 
was 48.fxe5 Hxb3 49.Hxb3 c4 50.Ha3 c3 
51.Ha2 &xeSF. Most likely this is a draw. 
48...0a3! 


He2+ 


beg 42 ry 
4 

& & 
& | 
an ns 
49.Wxa3 


A) 49.Wc2 @f3+ S0.8g3 Delt 
51.Wb3 Hxb3+ 52.Hxb3 c4 53.Hb1 


135 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


(53.Bb4 2f2+! 54.&xf2 (54.8h2 c3 
SS.Bc4 c2-+) —5$4...Ad3+—-+) 
53...ad3—+; 

B) 49.We2 Df3+ 50.93 Dgi+; 

C) 49.Wd2 @f3+; 49.Wh2 Af3+; 
49.Wh?2 Df3+. 

49...2f2+ 0-1 
50.Weg3 Af3#; 50.dg5 ho#. 


Basically, the paradoxical bishop's devel- 
opment at b7 with the subsequent break 
...€7 -e6 is not to be excluded either. 


Game 115 

Gleizerov,Evgeny 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Koszalin 1999 (7) 

1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.b6 Wxb6 6.2c3 d6 7.0f3 g6 

8.2d2 297 9.e4 0-0 10.2e2 Abd7 

11.0-0 
11.Bc4. 

11...We7 12.a4 2b7 
This looks strange, however Black intends 
to make use of White’s slow play 
(@f2-d2-c4) to undermine the spearhead 
of his pawn chain. 

13.a5 
13.Ac4 Abo 14.4a5? AbxdS (when the 
white knight is on aS it is always neces- 
sary to remember this blow) 15.@xd5 
(15.Qxb7 @xc3_16.bxc3_ Axe4¥) 
15... WxaS 16.Axe7+ Bh8F. 

13...e6 


It is not surprising that this variation isn’t 
very popular as Black obtains full coun- 
terplay. 
14.24 exd5 
14...Axe4!? looks stronger, breaking open 
the centre in Black's favour: 15.@xe4 
(1S.dxe6 @xc3 16.exf7+ Bxf7 17.bxc3 
d5¥) 15...exdS 16.Dexd6 Bc6=. 
15.exd5 He5 16.4e3 
As usual, White tries to avoid simplifying 
exchanges. 
16..ded7 
ed719.f4 
Taking away square eS from Black. 
19..Bfe8 20.Wd3 He7 21.af3 Hae8 
22.4c4 Hel 


17.4c4 e5 18.He3 


I decided to exchange a couple of rooks 

to simplify the position. 

22...2c8. 
23.2d2 Hxal 24.Bxal 2c8 25.ne1 
Sf8 26.94 DbB 27.f5 gxf5 28.gxf5 
@bd7 29.4a4 Bxe1+ 30.2xe1 De8 
31.Dab6 De5 32.0xe5 2xe5 


Gradually pieces are being exchanged and 
the chances are equalized. 
33.b3 Wd8 34.293 Qxg3 35.hxg3 
&b7 
Why should Black be worse here? The 
f5-, dS- and b3-pawns are placed on light 
squares, the colour of the bishops that 
have remained on the board. 
36.Wd2 497 37.We3 h6 38.94 Ac7 
39.492 Wg5 40.We4 


Thad only to play one more good move 

before the time control — the 40th move. 
40...Wd8?! 

40..0bS 41.0d7 Ac7 42.f6+ Bhs 

43.We7 &xd5=. Pawn f7 is protected. 

But in time trouble you feel terrible let- 

ting the queen get to e7. 

40..h5 was good too, for instance 

41.8h3 hxg4+ 42.Wxg4 Wxg4t 

43. Sxg4=. 
41.b4! cxb4 42.Wxb4 De8 43.Wb2+ 
Wf6 44.We2 We57! 

A doubtful idea. 44...Wd8 is more reliable. 
45.Wxe5+ dxe5 46.d7 f6 47.ac5 
2d6 48.2h3 2c8 49.2h4 S47 

49...Qb7?? 50.0xb7 &xb7 $1.d6 &c8 

52.2c6+—-. 
50.2h5 &g7 51.2e2 &b7 52.ie6+ 
Bh7 53.Ac7 Yg7 54.2xa6 Qxab 
55.xa6 Db7 56.c7 Dxa5 57.De6+ 
&f7 58.Ac5 Dc4 59.2e4 &g7 60.d6 
Db6 61.0c5 Sf7 62.exh6 Ad5 
63.2e4 Db6 64.0xf6 Sxf6 65.95+ 
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After many hardships Evgeny has man- 
aged to breach my defence. 
65..2f7 66.g6+ &g8 67.6 Ad7 
68.f7+ Sf8 69.5h7 Df6+ 70.Lh8 e4 
71.47 @xd7 72.97+ xf7 73.g8W+ 
S16 74.Wg7+ 1-0 


The placement of White's bishop on c4 is 
interesting, but it doesn’t forestall the the- 
matic ...f7-f5. 


Game 116 

Dydyshko,Viacheslav 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Minsk ch-BLR 2001 (1) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.2c3 Abd7 7.e4 g6 8.Af3 
2g7 9.a4 Wxb6 10.a5 Wd8 11.h3 
0-012.2c4 


A fundamentally new plan. The bishop, 
not the knight, goes to c4. Thus, the pres- 
sure upon the diagonal a2-g8 is mounted, 
which makes the break ...e7-e6 quite 


137 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


improbable. The knight remains on f3, 
controlling the key pointe5. 

12..De8 13.0-0 Ac7 14.2e3 Hbs8 

15.We2 5! 
A good standard idea. Remember this 
should be carried out only when the re- 
ply e4-e5 is impossible. When the knight 
is on c7, the weakening of square e6 is 
usually not dangerous. 

16.exf5 Exf5 17.2 fd1 
His excessive placidity will create un- 
pleasant problems for the many-time 
champion of Belarus. He should have 
played more accurately with, for exam- 
ple, 17.0g5 or 17.Ah4 HhS 18.0f3 
HfS=. But of course, a short draw in the 
first round playing White is not attrac- 
tive. 

17...Bxf3! 


If your favourite player is ex-world cham- 
pion Tigran Petrosian, it is not difficult to 
venture such moves. 

18.gxf3 De5 19.2e2 Qxh3 20.2a4 

Wd7 21.8d2 
The key moment in the game. It is obvi- 
ous that Black has fully-fledged play, and 
he has a pawn for the exchange. It is im- 
portant that there are no completely open 
files, which would be desirable for the 
white rooks. 

21...0b57! 
21...Q£5 could have won at least a pawn 
in a beautiful way: 22.Wd1 (22.4e4 
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Exb2  23.Wd1 (23.Wxb2) @xf3+ 
24.Qxf3 Qxb2 and the rook on a¢ is 
hanging) 23...Bxd2 24.&xd2 @b5#) 
22...Dxf3+! 


23.Qxf3 &xc3 24.bxc3 Hb1 and Black is 
clearly better. 

22.2xb5 axb5 
22...Bxb5!? 23.Wd1 (23.2xb5? axbS 
24.Bf4 g5—+) 23...c4 24.Qxc4 Axct 
25.Bxc4 HxaSF. 

23.Ba2 Hf8 24.We4 2f5 25.Wh4 

Ha8 26.2h6 VarVe 
The position is unclear. 


And here is rather a fresh example played 
in an elite tournament. Vasily Ivanchuk 
quickly gained a draw with the prosaic 
manoeuvre ...&c8-g4xf3 (even not ex- 
pecting h2-h3). Nevertheless, Radjabov 
could have made a few more aggressive 
moves at some points. 


Game 117 
Radjabov,Teimour 
@ Ivanchuk, Vasily 
Wijk aan Zee 2012 (12) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.b6 d6 6.0c3 Dbd7 7.e4 g6 8.Af3 
Ag7 9.2e2 Dxb6 10.0-0 0-0 11.04 
ag4 
Solving the problem of the bishop's de- 
velopmentin the simplest way. 
12.a5 Qxf3 13.2xf3 Dc4 14.Wad 
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14.8e2 @xaS 15.Wat Db7 16.2xa6 
Who 17.Wc6 Wxc6 18.dxc6 Dd8 19.c7 
He6 is unclear. 

14..0e5 15.2e2 DeB 16.295 Dc7 

17£4 2d7 18.e5 f6 19.exf6 
This provides Black with a pleasant choice: 
by which piece to capture the pawn. 
19.exd6!? exd6 20.2h4+. 

19...2.xf6 20.2.xf6 Dxf6 VaVe 


Vasily Ivanchuk 


Conclusion 

| In the variation with 5.b6 the pawns are divided fifty-fifty and this says a lot! 
| Black suffers some discomfort due to his lack of space, but it should be bear- 
| able. After all, chess players who suffer from claustrophobia shouldn’t play 


| 
| King’s Indian schemes to begin with. 
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Chapter 4 


The Samisch Way 


In search of a comfortable advantage in the Benko Gambit White sometimes tries to 
build a pawn skeleton g2-f3-e4-d5. The idea is derived from the Samisch Variation in 
the King’s Indian Defence. There is an appreciable difference, though. 

1.4 Df6 2.c4c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.f3 


KaoSWee 
ry wy 3s 
4 a 
ABA 


& 
AB AMAB 
HABYSLAL 


In this line White’s pawn chain is not so solid as pawn c4 has already been eliminated. 
If in the King’s Indian White’s position resembles a fortification in the Maginot Line 
and Black needs considerable preparation work to blast open the queenside by ...b7-b5, 
in the Benko Gambit this move has been made already at the start. 

For this system I have resort to examples from 1994 and later. This testifies to the 
fact that this variation is not so popular. Usually Black obtains good counterchances. 


Sec g g 

Black may refuse to pay attention to the 
refinements of his artful opponent and 
continue moving in a groove. But don’t 

be surprised if you won't reach full 4 a @a 
equality by ignoring White's play. IMABA . 

| 


| 


xaow Re 
aaGa 


Game 118 
Henrichs, Thomas 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Nancy Open 2005 (8) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.cxb5 a6 
53 d6 6.e4 g6 7.Da3 Qg7 8.De2 
0-09.Ac3+ 


140 


jy By & 
| AIS AB 
BH Bweomnr 


White has achieved the required arrange- 
ment of his knights. He has total control 
on the queenside. 


9..Abd7 10.2e2 DeB 11.0-0 Ac7 


12.295 axb5 13.daxb5 A@xb5 
14.2xb5 Qa6 15.2xa6 Hxa6 
16.We2 Ha8 17.Hacl He8 18.b3 
Wa5 19.Ab5? 


A tactical mistake. The modest 19.Aa4+ 
would keep the game inside the usual 
gambit grooves. 

19...Wxa2 20.Bc2 Wa5 21.b4 


We will see that this strike does not suc- 
ceed. 

21..cxb4 22.47 b3! 
This intermediate prick puts White on 
the verge of defeat. 

23.86 e57! 
Amnesty. Black returns the favour. 
23...8d4+! 24.8h1 (24.2e3 Wa2-+) 
24...De5 25. 2d2 Wa2-+. 

24.Axe8B Dxc6 25.0xg7 Sxg7 
25...De5'2F. 

26.Wb2+ f6 27.Wxb3 fxg5 28.dxc6 

We5+ 29.8h1 Wxc6F 


Chapter 4 — The Sémisch Way 
It is hardly possible to realize the extra 
pawn when Black's king is insecure and 
there is little time. 
30.Wb2+ e5 31.01 Wd7 32.h3 12-12 
Tranquil play is also bad for White. 


Game 119 


Hadzala,Daniel 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Prague 2005 (5) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 ©f6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 d6 6.e4 g6 7.dc3 297 8.a4 0-0 
9.Ha3 Dbd7 10.2f4 DeB 11.2d3 
axb5 12.Qxb5 Ac7 13.Age2 Axb5 
14.axb5 Hb8 
Of course, no exchange on a3 — it’s logi- 
cal to keep the rook on the board to exert 
the standard pressure on the doubled 
pawnbS. 


15.0-0 He5 16.2xe5 2xe5 17.Wd3 
17.f4 2g7 18.Ha7 Qd7 19.Wat Wes 
20.Ha5S is unclear. 

17.247 
Better was 17...Wb6. 

18.2fa1? 
18.Ha6. 

18..Wb6 19.Wc4 Qxb5 20.Aaxb5 

Wxb5+ 0-1 
The moral of this story: it’s logical and 
wise to pay attention to your opponent's 
actions and plans. 
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2—The Inst 
Counterstroke 5...e6 
To adventurers, or those who are eager to 
win by any means (sometimes the tour- 
nament situation requires this), I can rec- 
ommend the plan with an immediate 
..e7-e6. A word of warning: this will 
only suit chess players with strong nerves. 
The positions will take on rather difficult 
forms — even irrational ones in case of 
5...e6 6.e4 exd5 7.e5. 
In the following game the Russian player 
Turov sacrificed two pawns for an advan- 
tage in development and quickly ob- 
tained a devastating attack. 


Secti 


Game 120 

Karthikeyan,Pandian 

@ Turov,Maxim 

Bhubaneswar 2010 (3) 

1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.3. e6 
A sharp variation. Black starts the fight in 
the centre, trying to make use of his 
opponent's underdevelopment. 

6.e4c4 


x@oWee & 
40 4k4 
4 44 


A 
BOWeOAE 


A second pawn is sacrificed, opening di- 
agonal a7-gl and preventing White's 
blockade on square c4. Now all three a-, 
b-and c-files are open. 
7.2xc4 axb5 8.2xb5 &c5 9.e2 
&b7 10.Abc3 0-0 
We can see that Black is skating on thin 
ice, as White’s two extra pawns will en- 
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Maxim Turov 


sure the win in any ending. Meanwhile, it 
is not clear how the white king can be 
brought into safety. 
11.2f4 exd5 12.exd5 Wb6 13.2c4 
Qa6 14.2xa6 Dxa6 15.94 Bfes 


|x 


16.Wb3?! 
Without waiting for an escort, the white 
monarch could have started to run ‘by 
foot’ with 16.f1, but his prospects are 
absolutely unclear: 16...h6 (16...Wxb2 


17.8b1 Wa3 18.8b3 WaS unclear) 
17.6g2 (17.Bb1) 17...ab4  18.a3 
@bxd5 with counterplay. 


16_Ab4!F 17.0d1 Wa6 18.95? Dxa27! 


18...Bxe2+! could have won by a strong 
attack after 19.Axe2 He8 20.Hd2 Dfxds 
21.6d1  (21.8g3 He3-22.Wd1 
4d3+—+) 21...0xf4 22.Oxf4 He3!-+, 
and unexpectedly the white queen has no 
retreat square. But it is difficult to see 
sucha line so far ahead. 

19.Wb5 Axc3 20.Wxa6 Hxa6 21.bxc3 

Ba2 22.8d2 Bxd2 23.2xd2 Axd5 


White has got off with a scare — only ¥. 
24.61 De3+ 25.2xe3 Exe3 26.01 
g6 27.4d2 He5 28.f4 He3 29.4g1 f6 
30.gxf6 He4 31.Ae2 Sf7 32.493 
He8 33.8f3 &xf6 34.h4 d5 35.5 
He5 36.fxg6+ Sxg6= 


Turov actually hasto win the game for the 

second time. 
37.4d3 2e7 38.h5+ Yg5 39.de2 
Sxh5 40.8h3+ og6 41.0f4+ S95 
42.2xd5 Exd5+ 9 43.¢e4 cS 
44.8xh7 2f6 45.2h3 Qxc3 46.Bf3 
a5 47.Bf1 Qc7 48.47 Sg6 49.8f1 
He5+ 50.¢d4 He7 51.¢d5 &g5 


Chapter 4 — The Sémisch Way 


52.5f8 2e5 53.5f1 2f4 54.091+ Sf5 
55.098 Hd7+ 56.éc6 Hd6+ 57.4c5 
eS 580f8+ de4 59.8f1 Bd8 
60.He1+ Sf5 61.0h1 2d4+ 62.c4 
Re3 63.2h7 295 64.0h5 Sf4 65.0h1 
e4 66.c5 Bc8+ 67.ed6 2f4+ 
68.4d7 Hc7+ 69.he6 Hc6+ 70.4d7 
Ha6 71.De1+ &f5 72.8f1 Hd6+ 
73.e7 Hd2 74.0f3 Se5 75.Hb3 Bd5 
76.0b1 &f5 77.0f1 Bc5 78.Hd1 cB 
79.Ef1 He7+ 80.6d8 Ha7 81.$c8 
e5 82.¢b8 Hf7 83.Hd1 we6+ 
84.6a8 Qd6 85.0d2 Hc7 86.892 
$d5 87.Hd2+ &c6 88.92 Bc8+ 0-1 


In the next game, from the Greek Cham- 
pionship, the players passed from an ‘in- 
human’ position into a ‘normal’ ending 
with the initiative on Black's side. 


Game 121 

Kanakaris,Georgios 

@ Kotronias, Vasilios 

Vrahati ch-GRE 2010 (2.4) 

1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.3 e6 6.e4 exd5 7.e5!? 
Yes, you must be ready for such moves 
too. White opts for a different pawn 
structure. 

7..We7 8.We2 DgB 9.Ac3 Qb7 

10.0h3 c4 
This looks strange, as the bishop on b7 
is still intercepted. But on the other 
hand the road to the queen is opened, 
which, in turn, will vacate the stage 
post e7, as the kingside pieces need an 
open board. 
10...d4?! 11.De4 Wxe5?? 12.2f4+—. 
10...Wd8?2! 11.Af4 d4 12.He4 Wast 
13.2d2 WxbS (Ludwig-Ramirez, Dallas 
2009) 14.Ad6+ &xd6 15.exd6++. 

11.2e3 
11.Df4 We5 12.DfxdS Qxd5 13.Le3 
Wb4 14.23 Was 15.2d2 Bebo 16.0d5 


143 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Wa4?? (16...c3 17.2xc3 Wd8 18.Wc4 
#) 17.Qc7++—  Nyzhnyk-Siebrecht, 
Wijk aan Zee C 2011. 
11..axb5 12.0f47! Wxe5 13.axb5 
Dab 14.24 Wxe2+ 15.2xe2 2c6 


After the exchange of queens, the abso- 
lutely crazy positions assume more strate- 
gic patterns. The chances are approxi- 
mately equal. 
16.Ac3 He7 17.0-0-0 f6 18.2f2 Ac7 
19.Bhe1 g5 20.2b6 gxf4 21.2xc7 
Sf7 22.2xf4 Dg6 23.2e3 Bb4 


24.2.4 OF4 25.93 De6 
x x 
a4 #2 4 
2 ak 
a 
#2 
w AB 
AB & 2) 
Sire 


Certainly the dark-squared bishop plays a 
more important role than his colleague 
on e2 as it blocks Black’s pawns. 
25...Axe2+?! 26.Hxe2. 
26.f4 Oxd4 27.2h5+ Sg7 28.Bxd4 
Axc3 
A strange choice. 28...Hxa2 is stronger, 
for instance 29.@xa2 &xel and Black is 
winning. 
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29.bxc3 Hxa2 30.He7+ Gh6 31.2e8 
Better was 31.2d1. 
31..Bxh2 32.f5 Hg8 33.2h4+ Exh4 
34.gxh4 Hg3 35.¢d2 Hd3+ 36.¢e2 
Exc3 37.2xd7 &xd7 38.2xd7 Bh3 
39.Exd5 Exh4 40.¢f3 &g5 41.8c5 
hS 42.93 Hd4 43.492 94 44.212 
He4 0-1 


Was+ 
Ibelieve the most critical line is 
5..axb5 6.e4 


--axb5 6.e4 


Now Black faces a problem. 7.e5 is threat- 

ening and the standard 6...d6 is bad 

because of 7.&xb5 with check. What 

should he do? There is a solution. 
6...WaS+ 


xa20e8 & 
kaka 
a 


Walk A 
& 
& 


AB A&B 
HARQYUSLHAH 
Now White must decide between 7.b4!? 
and 7.22. 


The Countersacrifice 7.b4!? 


A228 
44,44 
a 


Walks 
i A 


& 


& AB 
BagSUeSs 


WE 


1 first saw this move in my childhood: in 
the 11th (last) game of the match 
Kortchnoi-Kasparov (Garry), London 
1983: 1.d4 Df6 2.c4 e6 3.g3 cS 4.d4 ed 
S.cd bS 6.2g2 d6 7.b4!. The opening is 
completely different, but certain ideas are 
similar. In case the sacrifice is accepted 
(..c5xb4) point d4 is assumed by the 
knight or other white pieces. The unpleas- 
ant intrusion @f3-d4-cé is on the agenda. 

The following game from the Russian 
championship demonstrates the possibili- 
ties for both sides if Black meets the adver- 
sary's wishes and captures with the pawn. 


Game 122 
Scherbakov,Ruslan 
@ Shovunov,Baatr 
Elista ch-RUS 1997 (1.1) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
543 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 cxb4 
8.0d2 dé 
8...e67!. 

9.Db3 Wb6 10.Wd3 2d7 11.2e3 
11.Qd2 Ba6F. 

11...Wb7 12.4e2 g6 
12...Qa6!? 13.Wd2 is unclear; 13.Bed4 
@cS (13...Hb8 14.0aS with attack) 
14.Wd2 (14.QxcS dxcS_-15.Axb5? 
HaSF) 14...e6 (14...0xb3 15.0xb3 Hat 
16.2d4 with compensation) 15.dxe6 
fxe6 16.Wxb4 Acxe4 17.fxet Wxed is 
also unclear. 


eK 


13.Ded4 &2g7 

x4 x 

wW on 484 
A @A4 

a& 
& BA 
AMWEA 

& Al 

& S28 
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White has conquered point d4 but I don’t 
see any disaster, because square c6 is 
safely under Black’s control. 

14.Wd2 0-0 15.243 
15.Wxb4 Da6 16.Wd2 DcS with initia 
tive. 

15...Ha4 
Basically a good idea. Why not seize an 
extra pawn? But 15...2a6 was better. 

16.Bc1 
16.0-0 Da6 17.Hfcl e6!? 18.dxe6 fxe6 
19.4e2 Ha3 with counterplay. 

16...Wa6 
The computer persistently suggests the 
following sharp counterblow: 16...e6 
17.dxe6 fxe6 18.We2 Dc6 19.AxbS, but 
it is difficult for man to give up a pawn: 
19...De5 20.Axd6 Ws. 


And itis unclear how to bring out the 
knight from d6 without material losses: 
21.Ac4 (21.0b5?? Bxa2; 21.2b1 Wxd6 
22.f4 unclear) 21...Hxa2¥. 

17.22 Hc8 18.2xc8+ Wxc8 19.0-0 
Worse is 19.Qxb5 &xbS 20.@xbS 
Waor¥. 

19...Wa6 20.2b1 2e8 21.2h67! 
21.Hcl Dbd7 22.0cb6+. 

21..2xh6 22.Wxh6 Wb6 23.eh1 

Bab 24.0c1 Dc5 25.Wd2 Dxb3?! 
25...8d7 was better: 26.0c2 Afxe4!? 
27.fxe4 Axe 28.Wd4 Wxd4 29.Dbxd4 
&c3 30.4e3 eS with compensation. 

26.axb3 Ha7 27.Wxb4 Hc7!= 2-12 
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27...Ec7 28.Exc7 Wxc7 29.Wd2 Wa7=. 


Nevertheless 7...Wxb4+ and then 8.Qd2 
Wad is seen much more often. This is no 
surprise, as experience shows that Black 
even gets the better chances here. 


Game 123 
Gurevich,Mikhail 
@ Claesen,Pieter 
Belgium tt 1996/97 (3) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 
8.2d2 Wad 9.Wcl b4!? 10.Wxc5 
Dab 11.Wd4 e6! 12.d6 Wc6 
12...\We2 13.He2 (13.2xb4 A@xb4 
14.Wxb4 Qxd6 15.Wxd6 Wb2-+) 
13..We5 14.05 DdSF. 
13.e5 Dd5 14.4 
White's pawn chain looks impressive, but 
the activity of Black’s pieces compensates 
for this with interest. 
14.8c4Qb7 15.a3 f6F. 
14...b3 


ae 


An effective blow, isn’t it? 14...@c5!? was 
an alternative. 
15.Da3 
15.axb3 Dab4 16.2xb4 Axb4—+; 
15.a4 Dab4 16.2xb4 Axb4 17.Wxb4 
Welt 18.6f2 Wb2+ 19.De2 Wxal F. 
15...Ac5 16.2b5 Wb6 17.axb3 Axb3 
17...Bxa3 18.Hxa3 WxbS 19.We4 is un- 
clear. 
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18.Wxb6 Axb6 
20.Ae2 


19.Ba2 


&b7 


20.2f3 £6 (20...g6 21.0-0 &xf3 22.23 
Qxg2 23.bxg 20..Ad5 21.2e3 
@d4 22.Qxd4 Qxad 23.Qxb6 Hxa3 
24.6d2 Hb3 25.Hcl f6 26.Hc5 unclear) 
21.0-0 Qxf3 22.He3 Axg2 23.hxg? 
DAs. 


20...95 
The ‘cynical’ 20...8xg2!? is quite good 
too: 21.Bgl QdS 22.Bg3 Axd2 
23.xd2 fo¥. 

21.57! 


21.8c3 Qxg? 22.Hgl Bd5 23.fxg5 Ad+ 
24.Qxd4 Qxa2 25.Hg3 BbsF. 
21...axd2 22.4xd2 exf5F 23.493 
23.2d3 Qxg2 24.Hg] Bet 25.Axe4 
fxe4 26.8b2 Hxa3 27. Bxb6 f5¥. 
23..Qxg2 24.Bha1 &g7 25.0xf5 
xe5—-+ 


With all due respect to Mikhail Gurevich, 
it is strange that White didn’t lose this 


game. Two extra pawns and two bishops 
onan open board... 
26.He1 f6 27.de3 &f3 28.2c4 &f8 
29.2b3 &xd6 
Three pawns up! 
30.Ef1 Bxa3 
30... &h5 31.Bxf6+ &e7—+. 
31.Bxa3 &xa3 32.2xf3 
The bishops of opposite colour give 
White hopes for counterplay. 
32..6e7 33.0f5+ Sd8 34.dh6 28 
35.0f7+ 


35...8c7 

35...8e7?? 36. He3#. 
36.8xf6 d5 37.275 2c5?! 

37...94 38.Se3 Bcl+ 39.d3 Bb2-+. 
38.4d3 94?! 

38...Bc6!?. 
39.2xd5 Axd5? 

Time trouble; 39...2g1 40.2e6 &xh2¥. 
40.Bxd5 2.91 41.0h6 2xh2 VYorVn 


Game 124 


Lautier,Joel 
@ Smirin,Ilya 
Cap d'Agde rapid 1996 

1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 
8.2d2 Wad 9.Wcl b4 10.Wxc5 Da6 
11.2xa6 e6 12.d6 Qxa6 13.axb4 
Bc8B 14.0c3 We2 15.Wa5 &xd6 
16.2xd6 


Chapter 4 — The Sémisch Way 


& S “Wz 


Let's not be too critical, it was a rapid game. 
16... Wxc3+?! 

16...Wd3 could have kept the balance, for 

example 17.2b4 Wfl+ 18.6d2 Wd3+ 

19.e1= (or 19.8cl Bxc3+ 20.Rxc3 

0-0 with compensation). 
17.4xc3 Exc3 18.Bb1 &d8 19.de2 
Gxe2 20.exe2 DeB 21.05 Axdé6 
22.exd6 Hc8 23.Bhc1+ h5 24.h4 
Eh6 25.8xc8+ &xc8 26.2b5 Hg6 
27.Sf2 e5 28.0c5+ Sd8 29.2d5 He6 
30.e3 f5 31.a4 &c8 32.2c5+ Sbs 
33.a5 g6 34.Bb5+ a7 35.5b6 e4 
36.f4 He8 37.2b5 He6 38.5b6 He8 
39.Hb5 He6 40.2b6 He8 41.2b5 2-2 


Game 125 
Gretarsson,Helgi 
@ Gunnarsson,jJon 

Gentofte 1999 (12) 

1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 
8.2d2 Wa4 9.Wcl b4 10.Wxc5 Da6 
11.2xa6 e6 12.d6 2xa6 13.Wxb4 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Offering to trade the queens. 

13... Wc6! 
It makes no sense to follow the oppo- 
nent’s tastes with a pawn down: 
13... Wxb4?! 14. &xb4#. 

14.e5 0d5 15.Wb3 2xd6 
Was this necessary? 15...f6 is more natu- 
ral and stronger, for example 16.f4 
(16.2c3 Bc4 17.Wb2 fxeS¥) 16...Dxf4 
17.2xf4 Wxg2 18.WF3 2b7—+. 


16.exd6 Wxd6 17.dc3 We5+ 18.4f2 
Wd4a+ 
18...Bb8. 
19.493 
19.Ge1. 
19.95 20.h4 Wxd2 
20...Hg8 is stronger. 
21.0xd5 gxh4+ 22.8xh4 Wg5+ 


23.¢h3 Wxd5 24.Wxd5 exd5 
x & x 
4 4 4 
& 
4 
pat i} 
Ale) 
& A 
a a) 


Instead of achieving a beautiful victory 
Black has arrived at a slightly better end- 
ing which he... soon loses. 
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25.94 2c4 26.a4 f6 27.493 0-0 
28.4h3 Ha5 29.0f4 Ha6 30.Bh5 
Hd6 31.8c1 Ha8? 32.hchi Hxa4 
33.0xh7 f5 34.95 1-0 


Game 126 
Astengo,Marcello 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Soazza 2009 (4) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 
8.2d2 Wa4 9.Wel Wa7?! 


This is also possible, but to what purpose? 


10.2xb5 Da6 11.de2 g6 12.d6 Wbé! 


The computer agrees on this move. 


13.dxe7 2xe7 14.dbce3 


14..D¢7 Va-Y2 
14...0-0 could have led to puzzling com- 
plications: 15.e5 (15.0-0 @b4 is unclear) 
15...@hS 16.0-0 (16.Ad5? h4+—+; I 
didn’t notice this in my calculations) 
16...0b4 17.23 c4+ 18.2e3 (18.8h1 
}d3 19.2 Bab (19...0f2+ 20.41 
Hxa3 21.Bxa3 Od3+ 22.h1 Bxa3F)) 


18..2cS 19.2xcS WxceS+ 20.8h1 
Dd3F. 
Game 127 
Gonzalez Garcia,Jose 


@ Gyimesi,Zoltan 

Budapest 1995 
1.04 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.f3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 


8.2d2 Wad 9.Wcl1 Wa7 10.2xb5 


Dab 11.4e2 g6 12.Abc3 Ac7 
13.204 d6 14.0b5 
xNehee & 
Ww @ Bava 
x @a 
Dik & 
2A 
& 
& BoaBAK 
gw & & 


I doubt that this exchange, with a time 
loss into the bargain, is favourable for 
White. 

14...Dxb5 15.2xb5+ 2d7 16.2xd7+ 


Wxd7 17.2h6 Wb5 
17...Axh6 18.Wxh6 gS! 19.Wxgs 
(19.4g3 Hg8 with initiative) 19... g8F. 
18.4f2 Wa4 19.8d1? 
A tactical oversight. 19.2xf8 xf8 
20.Wh6+ &g8 is unclear. 


19...2xh6 20.Wxh6 Wxe4! 


21.g7?? 
Sparing White long suffering with a 
pawn less, which he would have to 
endure after 21.fxe¢ Dg4+ 22.63 
@xhoF. 

21...Wh4+ 0-1 
The white queen is lost after ...2h8-g8. 
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And now you can see how, playing in an 
important tournament (Spanish team 
championship), Pia Cramling literally 
tore White's position to pieces against a 
well-known Peruvian GM. 


Game 128 

Granda Zuniga, Julio 

@ Cramling,Pia 

Ponferrada 1997 (5) 

1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.f3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.b4 Wxb4+ 

8.2d2 Wad 9.Wxa4 
Maybe in vain? 

9...bxa4 10.2b5 a6 11.0a3 


xLcee & 
AwAwA 

a a 

moma 

A A 

a A 

Al _ @ BAR 

Hi @ Az 


How soon in the game White is experi- 
encing problems! 
The move 11.&xa4 doesn’t equalize ei- 
ther: 11...Ab4 12.Qxb4 cxb4 13.Qb3 
e6F. 
11.96 
11...e6 12.dxe6 fxe6¥ is slightly more 
rigorous. 
12.263 297 13.8d1?! 
13.4e2. 
13...Db4! 14.467! 
14.Bd2. 
14..0xa2 15.2a1 e6 16.He2 2a6 
17.2xa6 Hxa6 18.Bb1 Ab4 19.0-0 
0-0-+ 20.Hfci Hc6 21.0c4 De8 
22.5 f6 23.f4 
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23...fxe5 24.fxe5 Qh6 25.he4 Dg7 
26.94 Bf3 

Black's pieces are breaking loose. 
27.2¢3 Hc8 28.Ef1 2e3+ 0-1 


The Blockading Knight: 7.2d2 
7.22 is a quiet, more common continu- 
ation. But actually this is what Black was 
striving for with the queen jump to a5. 
Now the bishop stands between the 
white queen and the d5-pawn, and the 
instant central push e4-e5 is impossible 
because of the pawn loss with ...Af6xd5. 

7.4 
This looks logical. Black grabs space and 
takes square c3 under control. As we re- 
member from other variations in this 
opening, usually the white knight and 
sometimes the bishop settles down here, 
opposing their colleague on g7. This 
pawn advance also has a drawback, how- 
ever, which is emphasized by the 
following reply. 

8.2a3 d6 9.2c4 


As you can see, the jumper has found a 
place for itself all the same. Under the cover 
of the advanced black infantry (c5, b4) it 
occupies a fine blockade square. White's 
further plan includes a2-a3, eliminating the 
opponent's outpost and creating a passed 
a-pawn. In King’s Indian constructions this 
would mean a failure of Black’s strategy. But 
in this case things are not so clear. Several 
‘mouldy’ examples, but of high quality, 
should convince you. German grandmaster 
Gerald Hermeck must be the expert in this 
variation as he has been troubling White in 
the extreme over and over again. 

Why not fresh games? Well, it’s not my 
fault that nowadays White prefers not to 
play the 5.3 variation ©. This only con- 
firms that Black has considerable re- 
sources in that direction. 

Obviously, Black should retreat the queen. 
Square c7 looks normal, where it controls 
the knight on c4. 


Game 129 
Oreopoulos,Konstantinos 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Kalamaria 2004 (8) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 


543 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.2a3 d6 9.2c4 We7 

Earlier 9...Wa7 was sometimes played. 
10.a3 bxa3 11.Bxa3 Hxa3 12.bxa3 g6 
13.2a5 Wb7 14.2c3 &g7 15.Wal 
@bd7 16.2.d3 0-0 17.de2 Wa7 18.045 


18..2e8 
18...0e5! 19.2xeS WxaSt+ (19...dxeS 
20.Ac6#) 20.2c3 Wat 21.0-0 c4 
22.Qb1 Qd7F. 
19.2b5 Dxe4? 
Anice move, but mistaken. 
Stronger was 19...2a6 20.0c6 Wbé6 with 
an edge for Black. 
20.dc6 @xc3 21.dxa7_  AxbS 
22.Wd1! @xa7 23.Wa4t 


2ErBe 
a akaGa 
a a 
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a 


wW 

8 
ee AB 
S Mx) 
And it turns out that the knight is 

clogged. 

23..Df6 24.Wxa7 Dxd5 25.4f2 Qf5 
Va-Y2 


The queen’s placement in front of the 
rook with 9...Wa7 does not seem so logi- 
cal. 


Game 130 

Gurevich,Mikhail 

@ Hertneck,Gerald 

Germany Bundesliga 1993/94 (8.1) 

1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

53 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 

8.a3 d6 9.4 Wa7 
The use of this placement of the queen 
is not absolutely clear to me. It cannot 
capture the pawn on a2 and later on it 
will be taken under fire by the white 
rook. 

10.a3 g6 11.2d3 2g7 12.de2 0-0 

13.0-0 
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xae 
Lf 


Now the queen on a7 feels uncomfortable. 
13..0fd7 14.axb4 Wxal 15.Wxa1 
Exai 16.2xa1 cxb4 17.2xb4 

Black’s position is unenviable. When 

there are no queens on the board an extra 

pawn (especially as it is a passed one) on 

the b-file is extremely dangerous. 
17..2a6 18.2¢3 DacS 19.Ac1 2a6 
20.2f1t Axc3 

The right idea. Black must move this dan- 

gerous infantryman closer to the centre. 
21.bxc3 &xc4 22.2xc4 Hb8 


_ = ol 
Akad 
| oe ae 
aA 
oA 
A mA 
AR 
HW @ & 


The contours of a fortress on the dark 
squares take shape. 

23.8f1 Hb2 24.He2 He2 25.21 Bb2 
Maybe Black should have simplified with 
25...Bxcl as the white rook will cause 
him a lot of trouble later on. 

26.2d4 Db6 27.2b5 
The pawn remains on c3 and does not 
obstruct the bishop. 

27..e5 
27...g7. 


1S] 
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28.dxe6 fxe6 29.2f1 Sf730.2a1 &f6 


30...aba4. 
31.8a7d5 
31...n5. 


32.Hc7 @b3 33.Exh7 2d2 34.203 eS 
35.Ac6 dxe4 36.fxe4 Da4 37 Hd7 Se 
38.Lg7 &f6 39.2d7 e6 40.0d5 Axc3 
41.Dxe5+ Sd6 42.He8 &xc6 43.8c8+ 
bd6 44.Bxc3 Se5 45.2c5+ &f4 46.e5 
Hb6 47.d5 He6 48¢f2 De4+ 
49Qxe4 xed S50Hd6 xed 
51.Bxe6+ &xe6 52.493 &f5 53.h4 1-0 
However, gradually, by elimination, black 
players have come to prefer the retreat to 
d8. Here the queen will support the move 
..d6-d5 later on. 
First we should note that the break with 
the pawn on a4 does not guarantee an ad- 
vantage for White. 


Game 131 


Sokolov,Ivan 
@ Belotti,Bruno 
Moscow ol 1994 (2) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.243 d6 9.2c4 Wd8 10.24 
An attempt to improve his pawn structure 
—as usual in reply to 10.a3 Black does not 
capture 10...bxa3 
10..e6 11.dxe6 Qxe6 12.e3 fe7 
13.He2 0-0 14.0f4 Dc6 15.2d3 
ad4 
15...Ad7!? 16.0-0 A@deS 17.Ab1 Qc4 
18.Axc4 Axct 19.8cl QF6 with initia- 
tive in Kir. Georgiev-And. Tzermiadianos, 
Cacak 1995. 
16.Ac4 “d7 17.0-0 He5 18.axe6 
@xe6 
18...fxe6 19.AxeS dxeS 20.2e3 HaS 
21.Act Qgst. 
19.2e3 2f6 20.dxe5 Axe5 21.Ha2 
Wh4 22.93 &xg3 23.hxg3 Wxg3+ 
24.h1 Wh3+ Ya-Y2 
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Undue aggression with 10.g2-g4?! is 
doubtful, because Black has not weak- 
ened his kingside yet. 


Game 132 
Fauland,Alexander 
@ Hertneck,Gerald 
Austria tt 1994/95 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
543 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.4a3 d6 9.c4 Wd8 10.947! 


(Rao Wee 


Arisky diversion. 
10..e6 11.dxe6 Qxe6 12.95 d5! 
13.He3 d4 14.0c4 Afd7F 
Black grabs space on the queenside. And 
he has no weaknesses on the kingside. 
15.f4 Dc6 16.0f3 Dad 
Better was 16...db6 17.Axb6 Wxb6 
18.f5 2c8. 
17.4xa5 Exa5d 18.a3 Wa8 


w eo & 
& ARS 
2 
x & i) 
& BAA 
B a 
ie x 
& Ween 


Typical for the Benko Gambit. The queen 
is working on the h1 -a8 diagonal and the 
a-file simultaneously. 


19.42 96 

19... Wxe4 is unclear. 
20.f5 gxf5 21.exf5 Qxf5 22.ac4 
Ad6 23.We2+? 

23.Hel+#. 
23.8 

I will give the puzzling remainder of the 

game without much comment. It is diffi- 

cult to find out the truth here 
24.Hae1 &g7 25.axb4 
26.0xd4 2g6 27.h4 BeS 

27... B05 28.2e3 DesSF. 
28.Wg4 Exel 29.Bxe1 De5 30.2xe5 
Rxe5 31.Df5+ Qxf5 32.Wxf5 Wa7+ 
33.23 We7 


exb4 


2 
i & 


34.692 He8 35.2.d3 Sf8 36.2¢4 Sg8 
37.2d3 f6 38.b3 Qc3 39.2f4 fxg5 
40.hxg5 Gh8 41.2d6 Wg7 42.¢f3 
Wg6 43.2e4 Wh5+ 44.%e3 Wg6 
45.2f3 Hd8 46.2e7 Wxf5+ 47.205 
Be8 48.2.d6 dg7 49.2f4 2e5 50.202 
Hd8 51.2xb4 Hd4 522c3 Hf4+ 
53.$e3 Exf5 54.4€4 Bxg5 55.2xe5+ 
Sf7 56.b4 Se6 57.2f4 Hb5 58.2d2 
BeS+ 59.2f3 &f5 60.2e3 Hd5 61.2c5 
Bd3+ 62.92 Hb3 63.%h2 tg4 
64.2.d6 Hb2+ 65.291 h5 66.2h1 Gh3 
67.491 Hg2+ 68.f1 Hg6 69.2.c7 Hc6 
70.2e5 Eb6 71.203 &g3 72.491 Heé 
73.8f1 He3 74.2d4 Hb3 75.2c5 
Hb1+ 76.e2 h477.2f2+ g4 0-1 


I recommend you to pay attention to 
those games where after an abrupt transi- 
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tion to the ending Black used his active 
king and advanced b-pawn successfully. 


Game 133 
Rogozenco,Dorian 
@ Wang Zili 
Moscow ol 1994 (13) 
1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.2a3 d6 9.2c4 Wd8 10.a3 e6 
11.dxe6 &xe6 12.He3 
Trying to fasten on square d5, but Black 
strikes immediately. 
12...d5 13.exd5 Dxd5 14.2b5+ 2d7 


za Wee &) 


Brg 


lf mwe AL 


15.2xd7+ 
15.2c4?? Axe3 16.Qxe3 Wh4+ 17.2f2 
Wxc4—+; 15.Axd5 QxbS is unclear. 
15..Wxd7 16.0xd5 Wxd5 17.4h3 
e7 18.0-0 Wd6 
18...@c6 is more natural. 
19.8h1 
19.2e3. 
19..0c6 20.295 f6 21.2f4 Wxd1 
22.2 fxd1 Sf7 23.0f2 Bhd8t 
The simplicity of this position is decep- 
tive. Just compare the activity of the 
kings. Besides, Black has a far-advanced 
pawn on b4. 
24.0xd8 Hxd8 25.axb4 Axb4 
26.8c1 f5 27.8c4 g5 28.2c1 de6 
29.94 f4 
29...Hd4. 
30.492 Dd3 31.axd3 Hxd3 32.h4 
h6 33.h5 Sd5 
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The Chinese chess player is right to put all 
his pawns on dark squares, even though 
this looks paradoxical (the bishops!). As 
there are also rooks on the board the 
bishop on cl is entombed. 
34.2c2 Of6 35.2f2 2d4+ 36.he2 
Hb3 37.Hd2 He3+ 38.¢f2 &c4 
39.Hd1 Hd3+ 40.be2 Hxd1 41.xd1 
&b3 0-1 
A good example on the ‘suffocation’ 
theme. Considering the level of the players, 
we can assume that White demonstrated 
uncharacteristically weak resistance. 


Game 134 
Wiedermann,Daniel 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Ybbs 2008 (2) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.f3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 
7.b4. 
7..b4 8.2a3 d6 9.04 Wd8 10.a3 e6 
11.dxe6 &xe6 12.axb4 
12.4e3 dS 13.exdS @xd5 
Qd7 15.2xd7+ Wxd7=. 
12...Bxa1 13.Wxa1 d5 14.exd5 Axd5 
15.Wa5 @xb4 
15...cxb4!?. 
16.Wxd8+ &xd8 17.a3 2d6 18.2b5 
28c6 19.2e2 Se7 20.0-0 Hd8 
Black’s pieces are placed more harmoni- 
ously. The centralization of his king looks 
logical in the ending. 


14.Qb5+ 
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21.2¢3 Ad4 

21...Be5!?, 
22.2xd4 cxd4 23.2xd4 &xh2+ 
24.oxh2 Exd4F 25.2f2 g5 26.He2 
Sf6 27.493 h5 28.c2 h4+ 29.4f2 
Axc2 30.Exc2 Se5 


Ad SA 


White's position is extremely unpleasant. 
31.$e3 Hb4 32.2d3 Sd6 33.8d2 
Se7 34.0c2 f5 35.0c7+ Sf6 36.0c2 
Hb6 37.0d2 He5 38.Hc2 2d5 39.Hd2 
2b3 40.8f2 27 41.2e2+ Sf4 42.8d2 
Hb4 43.2e2 e6 44.0d6 Qa2 
45.0d2 2b3 46.2a6 2e6 47.2e2 94 
48.fxg4 fxg4 49.2f1 2f5 


50.93+? hxg3+ 51.691 Se4 
52.292 2f3 53.Hc2 Hd4 54.2f1 Hd1 
55.b4 g2 56.Hxg2 Q&xg2 57.dxg2 
Hd2+ 58.491 Hb2 59.b5 &g3 
60.24 Hb1+ 61.2f1 Sf3 0-1 


The other games show a highly compli- 
cated, spectacular struggle with varying 


success. 


Game 135 


Volkov,Sergey 

@ Ghaem Maghami,Ehsan 
Port Erin 2004 (7) 

1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
543 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.4a3 d6 9.4c4 Wd8 10.2d3 e6 
Vi.dxe6 Qxe6 12.He2 d5 13.exd5 
@xd5 140-0 Qe7 15.Wc2 Ad7 
16. fd1 

16.Qxh7 g6 17.2xg6 fxg 18.Wxg6+ 

247 19.Dd6+ Qxd6 20.Wxd6 WEF 
16...Wb8 17.937! 

Without noticing the coming blow (?). 
17...Hxa2! 


An exchanging operation which equal- 
izes the position. 
18.Exa2 b3 19.Wb1 bxa2 20.Wxa2 
0-0= 21.Wb1hé 
21...g6. 
22.b3 ©7b6 23.Wel Hd8 24.2a5 
Db4! 25.Af4 2g5 
Draw agreed. 
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Game 136 

Kasimdzhanov,Rustam 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

New Delhi/Teheran 2000 (2.4) 

1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 

8.2a3 d6 9.c4 Wd8!? 10.2d3 e6 

W.dxe6 Qxe6 12.e2 d5 13.exd5 

@®xd5 14.0-0 
White has a clear advantage in develop- 
ment. 


14...2e7 15.We2 Dc6 


AAWRA 
& 


Basically, the knight is more active here 

than on d7. The jump to dé4 can be con- 

sidered in the future. However, all the 

lines must be calculated accurately. For 

example, now the black king is exposed 

to checks along the a4-e8 diagonal. 
16.2e4 Hc8 


16...Ha7 17.Hfdl h6é 18.0f4 0-0 
19.2xe6 fxe6t. 

17Hfd1 @d4 18.axd4  cxd4 
19.Wa4+ 2d7 20.Wb3 Ge6 


21.Wa4d+ Od7 22.Wa6 Dc7 
Better was 22...2e6 23.WbS+ Gf8 
24.Qxd5 HcS!? (24...WxdS 25.Wxd5 
AxdS 26.Db6 Hd8 27.2f4+) 25.Wxb4 


QxdSt; 22..Ha87! 23.Wb7 eb 
24.DeS+. 
23.2d6+! &f8 


23...2xd6? 24.Wxd6 De6 25.Hacl Excl 
26.Excl+—. 
24.Wb6 Ebs 
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The only move. 
25.0b7 
25.Wxd4!? Ba4 26.b3 Qf6 27.We4! 
Wxd6 28.2e3 Wab (28..Rb5 29.AcS 
xc4 30.2xd6+ Sg8 31.bxc4+—-) 
29. Wc5+4—. 
25...e6 
25...f5 26.Rxb4 Axb4 27.Wxb4+ We7 
28.WaS+—; 25... Qc8 26. 2f4+—. 
26.Wa6! Ha8?! 
Better 26...We8 27.Hacl Qa4 28.Helt. 
27.4 


Black has nothing but weaknesses and an 
insecure king. 
27.Oxd8 Hxa6 28.Axe6+ Bxe6 would 
have been equal. 
27...Wb6 
27...Wc8 28.Wd5 Ha6 29.Haci+t. 
28.5 Qxc5 
Better was 28...Ha7 29.xd7+ Hxd7 
30.Hacit. 
29.2xa8 e7 30.2e4 2b5 31.Wb3 
Re2 
31...d3+ 32.8h1 @d4 33.Wd5 Hds 
34.Wh5+—. 
32.Hde1 d3+ 33.eh1 Hd8 34.a3+— 
bxa3 
34...Dd4 35.We4t—. 
35.Bxa3 
35.Wxb6 &xb6 36 Hxa3t. 
35...Wd6 36.2a5 Hbs8 
36...Hc8 37.Wc4+—. 
37.8b5 @d4 
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38.0b7+ Exb7 
The only move. 

39.Wxb7+ Sf6 40.b4 2b6 41.2d5! 
41.Bc6 Dxc6 42.Wxb6+—. 

41..De6 42.2xe6 fxe6 43.2c6 1-0 


Game 137 
Van der Sterren,Paul 
@ Hermeck,Gerald 
Munich 1994 (5) 
1.04 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
543 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.4a3 d6 9.Ac4 Wd8 10.2d3!? e6 
11.dxe6 Qxe6 12.He2 d5 13.exd5 
@xd5 14.04 
14.0-0 e7 15.Wb1 @c6 16.Hd1 ho. 
14..0xf4 
The only move. 
15.2xf4 2e7 
15...0c6 16.8e4 Wxdl+ (16...Ha6 
17.xc6+ (17.0d6+ Axd6 18.2xd6 f5 
is unclear) 17...Bxc6 18.Wa4+—) 
17.Bxd1 Ha6 18.Ad6+ Se7 19.Ab7F. 
White didn’t achieve anything essential 
after 15...0d7 16.0-0 WF6 17.Wd2 Be7 
18.Qe4 Qxct 19.Qxa8 Oxfl 20.Exfl 
0-0 21.2e4 Ab6= Olafsson-Wang Zili, 
Moscow ol 1994. 
16.0-0 c6 
16...0-0!2 17.Wc2 6 (17...h6 
18.Bfd1+) 18.Bfd1 Ac6 19.Axg6 Dd4 
20.Qxh7+ Sg7 21.2e5+ Af6 is unclear. 
17.204 Qd4 18.0d6+!? 
18.2xa8? Qxc4F. 
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18...2xd6 19.2xd6 Ha5 Better 28...Wb8. 
29.8.xd3?? 
We x 29.3. 
aka 29..Wa7+ 0-1 
ge 
z A Game 138 
Gurevich,Mikhail 
a ms A @ De Vreugt,Dennis 
Antwerp 1996 (1) 
Aw Ala 1.4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
B Bwvers 543 axbS 6.e4 WaS+ 7.2d2 b4 
19..Wxd6 20.8xa8 0-0 21.Re4#; 8.a3 dé 9.c4 Wd8 10.ad3 e6 
19...Hc8 20.Wa4+! Wd7 21. Wxd7+ &xd7 11.dxe6 Qxe6 12.e2 Ac6 13.0f4 
22.He5 £5 23.243 Hhd8 24.2xg7+. 2e714,0-00-015.Wel Dd7 
20.2e57! 


Better was 20.Wxd4! cxd4 21.8c6+ 

Wd7 = (21...8d7?—- 22. Bfe 1++-) 

22.8xd7+ &xd7 23.Qxb4 Hxa2 

24.Bxa2 &xa2 25.Hd1 &c6 26.oxd4e. 
20...0-0 21.2xd4 cxd4= 


& Wis | 
The idea is familiar from Benoni Defence 
constructions. The bishop e6 is responsi- 
ble for the weakened point d5 and gener- 
ally holds the black pieces together. Its ex- 
change would lead to an improvement of 
Black’s pawn structure. 
16.2xe6 fxe6 17.£4 Gh8 18.Wg3d5 

21...Wxd4+!? 22.Wxd4 cxd4 23.Hfd1 Black starts to take over the initiative! 


Has=. 19.exd5 exd5 20.Wh3 DFG 21.de5 
22.a3 Wd6 23.axb4? ®xe5 22.fxe5 De4F 
23.Wd2 fS 24.8c2 Hfa8=; 23.Hel bxa3 — 
24.Hxa3 Hxa3 25.bxa3 Bb8F. x wees 
23...xal 24.Wxat 2c4 @ ka 
24...d3! 25.1 d2¥. 
25.0d1 gave 
25.Bc1 Wxb4F. a ry 
25..2e2 26.8d2 d3 27.Wcl Wxb4 ® 
28.Wc3 | ARR 2 M4 
28.2xd3 Wd4+—-+. | & 
28..We7 ps4 G2) 
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Black's pieces are harmoniously placed. 

The pawn group on the queenside is 

striking. Both of his rooks are active. 
23.2e3 c4 24.2c2 We7 25.ad4 
@g5 

The natural 25...&c5¥ suggests itself. 
26.94 Wc6 27.hh1 b3? 

Giving White an extra chance. 

27...He6 28.WhS AgS= 29.h4?! Hes. 
28.axb3 Hxa1 29.2xa1 cxb3 30.2d3 

30.2xb3. 
30...We6 


31.Wh5 

31. Walz; 

31.Wxe6 Dxe6 32.Qg1+. 
31..He4 32.Hc1 S98 33.491 295 
34.5f1 

34.Qxe4 h6. 
34..2f4 35.937! g6 36.We2 Qxe5 
37.Exf8+ Sxf8 38.2a7 216 39.492 
97 

White resigned. 


Game 139 
Azmaiparashvili,Zurab 
@ Conquest,Stuart 
Istanbul Ech 2003 (2) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.43 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2d2 b4 
8.a3 d6 9.4c4 Wd8B 10.2d3 g6 
11.e2 297 12.a3 bxa3 13.Bxa3 
Exa3 14.bxa3 0-0 15.2a5!? 
15.0-0 e6 is unclear. 
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15...Wd7 16.0-0 e6 17.dxe6 
17.2c3 exdS 18.exdS AxdS 19.2xg7 
Sxg7 20.Axg6 fxg 21.Wxd5 Bao is 
unclear. 

17...fxe6 
17...Wxe6? 18.2c7+. 

18.e5 dxe5 19.dxe5 Wa7 20.2c4 

4d5 21.2e1! Ac6 22.2f2 Bd& 
22...8a6 23.Wat Dd4 24.Axd4 cxd4 
25.Hel Df4 26.2f1+. 


23.Wb3 Ac3 24.Wc2 
oR & 
wy Ba 
a@ aba 
a 
ay 
AR @2A 
WHRaABAB 
== 2) 
24..Wd7 
Black would be moving to the wrong side 
with 24...0xe2+!? 25.Wxe2 Wd7! 


26.2b1 (26.R2e4 Ba6 27.Axc6 Wxc6 
28.Hcl WdS=) 26...2a6 27.2a2 Ad4 
with the initiative and quite a lot of 
activity. 

25.2axc3 Wxd3 26.Wxd3 Exd3 

27.0e4 Dd4 
27... B.a6 28.AxcS Axc4 29.Axd3 Bxd3 
30.Bcl#. 

28.2b1! 2f8 29.h4! 


Gradually mopping up his opponent. 
29..b3 

29...2a6 30.AeS Hxa3 31.Hb8+. 
30.Bd1 2a6 31.2xd4 cxd4 32.Bxd4 
Re7 

32... Axc4 33.Hxc4 Hxa3 34.Hc7+. 
33.2e5 Qxh4 34.Ad2 He3 35.Bxh4 


Exe5 36.2e4 Hxe4 37.axe4 
& 
a 
g a4 4 
a 
& & 
| & 
| & 


37..e5 38.0f6+ &f7 39.Axh7 Se6 
40.D68+ SF5 41.20d7 g5 42.4f2 2cB 
43.94+ Se6 44.20c5+ Sd5 45.He4 
$d4 46.2xg5 1-0 


Game 140 


Gelfand,Boris 
@ Hertneck,Gerald 
Munich 1994 (3) 
1.04 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.f3 axb5 6.e4 Wa5+ 7.2.d2 b4 8.a3 
d6 9.c4 Wd8!? 10.a3 e6 11.dxe6 
Rxe6 12.axb4 Hxal 13.Wxal d5 
14.exd5 Dxd5 15.Wa4+ Dd7! 
15...8.d7 16.b5 Be7#. 
16.de5 


Chapter 4 — The Sémisch Way 


16.0h3!? 2xh3 17.gxh3 e7 is unclear. 
16...Ab6 
Better was 1 6...Axb4. 
17.86 
17.45 cxb4 18.He2 Qd6 with initia- 
tive. 
17...2.d5 
17...cxb4. 
18.Wb5 Wh4+ 
18...cxb4? 19.Dxd7+—; 18...We7 19.f4 
exb4 20.%e2 is unclear. 
19.601 


19.23 We7 20.8c3 (the only move) 
20...cxb4 21.Rd4 f6 22.8f2 fxeS 
23.Qxb6 with initiative. 

19.2771 
Slow play is out of place in such situa- 
tions. 19...cxb4!? 20.Axd7 &b3+ 
21.41 @xd7 was unclear; 19...2b3+ 
20.8c1 cxb4 21.Hh3. 

20.bxc5 &xc5 21.2e2 0-0! 
The only move. 

22.2xd7 @xd7 


re 


Ee 
aa 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


23.0f4 
Greed doesn’t work when your king is 
unsafe: 23.Wxd7? Hd8 24.3 (24.WFS 
&b3+ 25.8cl Welt! 26.Rxel Hdl#) 
24... WF6. 
23..Hb8 24.Wxd7 &b3+ 25.%c1 
We? 
25...d8! with the ideas described above: 
26.g3 (only move) 26...Axd7 27.gxh4 
e3! 28.2d3 (28.Ad3 Hc7+ 29.6b1 
Qxd2) 28...Hc7+ (28...Rxf4 29.2xh7+ 
&xh7 30.2xf4 Hd3) 29.8b1 Qxd2F. 
26.2b5!+ 
26.2d3  Qa3! 27.Qxh7+ 
28.Wd3+ 96 29.We3 Hc8!-+. 
26...2d4 
26...2a3 27.Dd3 Hd8 28.Wc6+—-. 
27.Be1! 
27.QdS? Axb2+ 28.6b1 Wey6+! 
29.4xb2 We2+ 30.823 Wa2+ 31.6b4 
&xd5 with compensation. 
27..2.xb2+ 28.6b1 2e5 


Sxh7 


Conclusion 


A change of scenery. 

29.263? 
The variations are too complicated. Even 
elite chess players make mistakes. 
29.Hcl! Be6  30.Axe6 
31.8c2!+—-. 

29...2e6! 30.2xe5 
30.Dxe6 Qxc3 31.0d8 Wxd8!=. 


Wrxeo 


30...2xd7 
30...Wxe5? 
32.Bxe5+—. 
31.Qxf6 gxf6 32.4c1 Hxb5 33.ne7 
Qf5 34.He8+ &g7 35.0h5+ Lh6 
36.0xf6 
36.24 SgS 37.h3 Hc5+ 38.hb2 He2+ 
39.b3 B=. 
36..Hb1+ 37.¢d2 Hb2+ 38.¢e3 
Exg2 39.¢f4 Q2e6 40.h4 Hg6 
41.e5 gl 42.14 Yo-Yo 


31.Wd8+! 


Exd8 


So, to date the system with 5.f3 does not pose great danger for Black. Espe- 
cially in games with a short time-control (rapid or blitz), the ...e7-e6 break | 
frequently leads to play which is better for Black, as the opponent simply has 


no time to examine the position for a few minutes. 
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Chapter 5 


An Intricate Variation 
Insearch ofa safe advantage in the Benko Gambit White can play the following move: 


1.4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.e3 


Zae2wWee & 
4hah 


4 a 
&lb& 


A 
AB AAR 
BOSWSeSWE 


Using an old saying we can state that White tries to kill two birds with one stone here: 
1. He accepts the sacrificed pawn; 
2. He doesn’t enter into complications after it and doesn’t lose his castling rights. 


Basically, a similar desire can be detected in the Fianchetto Variation. But here White 
brings out the bishop via the centre. 

After 4...a6 White has to protect pawn bS. 5.e4 would be desirable but it is unrealis- 
tic here because of 5...@xe4. Therefore White has to confine his pawn push to only one 
square. 

As we will prove further on, White doesn’t manage to realize his objectives to the 
full extent. If Black counters adequately he will obtain sufficient counterplay. On the 
whole we can ascertain that Black’s tough counterblow against the top of the pawn 
chain with ...e7-e6 considerably unsettles the opponent. 

At the same time a ‘policy of appeasement’ does not guarantee equality. With sad- 
ness I will also present to you a number of examples from my own practice where I did 
not pay attention to the opponent's plans. 

However, we shouldn't dramatize the situation. For example, even Czech grandmas- 
ter Vlastimil Babula, who has considerable experience in this line, has been fighting for 
White's cause without too much success. 
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The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Section 1 — Appeasement 


5...d6 6.2c3 g6 7.Af3 297 8.a4 0-0 


xacwW Ee 
kaha 
\& aA 4&4 
ABA 


“owes bs 


As if to say: ‘Leave me alone, let’s just de- 
velop our pieces and not disturb each 
other. 


Game 141 
Coursaget,Nicolas 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Guingamp 2004 (2) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 d6 6.0c3 g6 7.Af3 &g7 8.a4 
0-0 9.2e2 axb5 10.2xb5 
The bishop has got to bS intwo moves. 
10...2.a6 11.2b1 
Now it is possible, and necessary, to cap- 
ture on bS with the pawn, otherwise 
11.0-0 &xb5 12.AxbS. 
11..de8 
11...Qxb5 12.axb5. 
12.0-0 @c7 
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I didn’t want to allow the pawn to bS. 
13.Qxa6 Hxa6 14.e4 Dd7 15.Wc2 
Wb8 16.b3 Wb7 17.2d1 f5 18.095 
fxe4 19.2cxe4 

19.Wxe4! would be strong, with an at- 

tack on pawn e7, for instance 19...Qe5 

(19...&xc3? 20.Wxe7+—) 20.Wh4 with 

initiative. 
19..Hf5 20.de6 Dxe6 21.dxe6 AfB 


ae 
wW & #2 
x asa | 
a x 
a) 
& 
wW BAIA 
Ea & 


As is often the case, the penetration of the 
white e-pawn to e6 does not guarantee 
success. 
22.293 Hf6 23.2b2 Hxe6 24.Qxg7 
&xg7 25.Wc3+ Sg8 
The material balance is restored and the 
knight on g3 is paralysed. 
26.f4 Xb6 27.f5 HeS 
Continuing to restrict the knight. 
28.Wc4+ S97 29.fxg6 hxg6 30.2f1 
Wd5 31.Wt4 Wd4+ 
31...Qd7 was preferable. 
32.Wxd4 cxd4 33.b4 De6 34.2f3 
34.b5. 
34..e3? 
34...0cS  35.a5 
37 .Exd4 Bxa5=. 
35.8f2? 
35.Hxe3 dxe3 36.b5+. 
35...Exf3+ 36.&xf3 2c5 37.a5 HbS 
38.2e1 Hxb4 39.Bxe7+ &f6 40.2a7 
Hb3+ 41.2f2 Hb2+ 42.%f3 d3 
43.Ha8 Ha2 44.e4+ Se5 


Bb8 36.Hf4 Bao 


45.2xc5? 
He should have played 45.0c3 Hc2 
46.Ad1 &d4, though it remains difficult. 
45...dxc5 46.a6 &d4 47.a7 &c4 
47...8c3 48.08 Hxa7 49.Hxc5+ Gd4—+. 
48.h4 
48.e3 He2+ 49.6f3 He7-+. 
48..Ha1 49.4e3 Hel+ 50.ef3 He7 
51.4f2 Hc7 52.298 Hxa7 53.Bxg6 
Hd754.e1 &c3 55.86 c4 0-1 


In the next game the strong white player 
clearly pointed out the harmfulness of the 
authors’s abstract temporizing strategy. 


Game 142 

Moiseenko,Alexander 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Cappelle-la-Grande 2006 (2) 
1.04 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 g6 6.Ac3 d6 7.Af3 &g7 8.e4 
0-0 9.a4 Abd7 10.2d2 2b7 11.bxa6 
Q&xa6 12.Qxa6 Hxa6 13.0-0 2g4 
14.63 Wa8 15.8.c1 Wb7 16.Ab5 


Chapter 5 — An Intricate Variation 


White has stabilized the situation on the 
queenside. 
16..Aage5 17.axe5 xe5 18.We2 
e6? 
18...Haa8. 
19.dxe6 fxe6 20.0c7 
20.f4+— is even stronger. 
20..Ka7 21.0b5 Haa8 22f4 &g7 
23.23 
White's play reminds one of a steamroller. 
Everything is predictable, but impossible 
to prevent. 
23..Had8 24.2xg7 &xg7 25.Wb2+ 
@f6 26.e5 dxe5 27.HxcS5 Whb6 
28.Wxe5 Hf7 29.a5 Wb7 30.2d6 
Wa7 31.b4 Hxd6 32.Wxd6 2d7 
33.Wxe6 1-0 


Game 143 
O Gergel, Vladimir 
@ Polak,Tomas 
Pardubice 2010 (1) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.e3 g6 6.0c3 &g7 7.Df3 0-0 8.a4 

d6 9.2¢4 
At first sight the bishop is placed more 
actively here, as its control of the diagonal 
c4-d5-e6 stops the advance ...e7-e6. 
However, on c4 this piece will get under 
attack by the black knight. 
9.Re2. 

9...Abd7 10.2d2 Ab6 
See the comment to the 9th move. 

11.b3 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


White's nice ‘box’ (b3-a4-b5-c4) col- 
lapses instantly. 

11...axb5 12.2xb5 
12.axbS  Hxal  13.Wxal 
12.2xbS @fxdS¥. 

12...2b7 
Tomas is searching in vain for subtleties. 
The simple 12...Afxd5¥ was good. 

13.e4 e6 14.25?! 
14.26. 

14...exd5! 15.axb6 dxe4?! 
15...Wxb6; 15...Bxal 16.Wxal 
17.Wa7 Dxc3F. 

16.Bxa8 2xa8 17.095 Wxb6 
With compensation. 

18.0-0 d5 19.2e2 
19.We2!? (taking points bS and e4 under 
control) 19...d4?! 20.a4. 

19..h6 20.0h3 g5 21.0a4 Wd6 

22.Wc2 2d7 23.2b5 Aes 
After 23...&c6 Black's position is at least 
not worse — pay attention to the sufferer 
onh3. 

24.Wxc5 We6 25.2e2 
25.ab6t. 

25..d4 26.0b6? Df3+! 


Dfxd5¥; 


Dxet 


27.2xf3 
27.gxf3 exf3. 

27...exf3 28.04 gxf4 29.2xf4 fxg2 
30.8c1 2f3 31.4c4 He8 32.Wb4 
WS 33.2d2 Wd3 34.4b2 Wg6 
35.0c4 Gh7 36.2f4 Wg4 37.Wd6 
He6 38.Wc7 2d1 39.Bxd1 Wxd1+ 
40.4xg2 Het 0-1 
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Game 144 


David,Alberto 
@ Pap,Misa 

Kavala 2010 (7) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 g6 6.Ac3 297 7.a4 0-0 8.Af3 
d6 9.e4 6 10.dxe6 2xe6 11.2e2 


11.Qgs. 
11..d5 12.exd5 @xd5 13.0xd5 
&xd5 14.0-0+ 
za w Hell 
a@a) 
4 4 
ABS 
& 
a 
Ay 2AAB 
H RWerS 


White hides his king without creating 
any weaknesses. Now he just has to neu- 
tralize the pressure of the opponent's 
bishops. 
14...c4 15.b6 a5 16.295 Wd7 17.c1 
he 
17... 2xb2 18.Qxc4 Qxcl 19.Wxd5+—; 
17...Wb7 18.2xc4 &xc4 19.Exc4t. 
18.2h4 
18.@e3 is healthier, supporting the 
passed pawn on b6 with a ‘long lever’. 
18...Hc8 19.82 Hc5 20.d2 Wc6? 
20...Wb7. 
21.2e7! 
Principled and strong. 
21..2xg2 22.axc5 Qxfl 23.0xf1 
Wxc5 24.Wd8+ WS 25.Wxf8+ 2xf8 
26.Bxc4 
The tactical skirmish has led to a difficult 
ending for Black. In this case the bishops 
of opposite colours don’t guarantee the 
draw as there are too many other pieces 
on the board. 


za wie 
a 
i) aa 
\s 
[AMZ 
| mo 
| as 


26..0d7 27.b7 Eb8 28.Bc7 “cS 

29.2f3 S97 30.2d5 Sf6 31.4e3 

Ad6 32.Bxf7+ Se5 33.2c6 heb 

34.2d5+ Se5 35.2c6 te6 36.Hg7 

£8 37.2d5+ Se5 38.Hxg6 Dxa4 
38...Axb7 39.Bb6. 


39.ne6+ Gd4 40He4+ w&c5 
41.Bxa4 1-0 
Game 145 
Babula, Vlastimil 
@ Polak,Tomas Salad 


Pardubice 2011 (2) 

1.44 2f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.e3 96 6.c3 297 7.24 0-08.0f3 2b7 
A struggle of nerves. Neither White nor 
Black wants to spend a tempo on the ‘un- 
loading’ on bS (...a6xb5 or bSxa6). 

9.2e2 e6 10.e4 
10.dxe6 fxe6 leads to difficult play for 
both sides. Black's pawn centre is both a 
strength and a weakness. 

10..exd5 11.exd5 axb5 12.2xb5 

He8+ 13.2e3 4g4 


Chapter 5 — An Intricate Variation 


Viastimil Babula 


With counterplay. 
14.0-0 dxe3 
14... Hxe3 15.fxe3 Dxe3. 
15.fxe3 Da6 
15...Bxe3 16.Wd2. 
16.d6 Db4 17.2c4 
One more unnecessary sophistication. 
17.Wd2 was easier and more reliable. 
17...xe3 18.c1 Wf6 19.ad5 2xd5 
20.2xd5 Ef8 21.2¢4 Vale 
Black could still fight on, for example 
with 21...Wxb2¥. 


Game 146 

Babula, Vlastimil 

@ Plachetka,Jan 

Hustopece 2010 (6) 

1.44 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.e3 g6 6.Ac3 &g7 7.a4 0-0 8.e4 dé 

9.24 
After this move Black is happy to capture 
onbS. 

9...axb5 10.2xb5 
Aclear tempo loss. 

10...2a6 11.2xa6 
The third move of the bishop 
(&fl-c4xbSxa6), which is certainly to 
Black’s benefit. 
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The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


11..Axa6 12.Age2 Ab4 13.0-0 Wad 
14.43 Bfb8 15.2d2 d716.oh1 
|x & 
| akAGa 
a a 
1 | & 
& & 


a 
a 
aay & 


A Bamaa 


16...de57! 
16...2d3! 17.63 Wbé (17...c4!? 18.bxc4 
WcS with initiative) 18.Hb1 c4 19.b4 
D7eS 20.b5 Df2+ 21.Hxf2 Wxf2F. 
17.b3 Wb6 18.2b1 c4 19.ab5 Abd3 
20.0bd4 Ag4 21.fxg4 2xd4 22.b47! 
22.a5. 
22..Df2+ 
It was preferable to move the queen for- 
ward by 22...Re5 23.2c3 We3F. 
23.0xf2 Qxf2 24.0¢3 
24.0cl. 
24...2.d4 25.a5 Wb7 26.We2? 
A blunder, it seems. Let’s not forget that 
this was a rapid game. 
26...2xc3 27.xc3 HxaS 28.Wxc4 
Ha3 29.Wd4 f6 30.95 
This only looks dangerous. Attacks along 
the al-h8 diagonal rarely succeed in the 
Benko Gambit. 
30...Wb6 31.gxf6 Wxd4 32.axd4 exfé 
33.206 Hb5 34.2e7? Exb4 35.Bf1 
Exe4 36.2xd6 Hd3 37.h3 Hxd5 
38.2g3 He2 39.2f4 He4 40.2h6 Bf5 
41.Hal &f742.2d2 Bf2 1 


Game 147 
Hamitevici, Vladimir 
@ Kislinsky,Alexey 
Kiev 2011 (5.1) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 d6 6.Ac3 g6 7.24 2g78.Ha3 
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An interesting treatment. The Moldavian 
junior has thought up a few useful moves 
while leaving the bishop on fl as long as 
possible in order to play &f1xbS in one 
go. 
8..0-0 9.2d2 2b7 10.Wb3 axb5 
11.axb5 
However, Black was prepared and now in 
reply to 11.@xb5, 11...e6 will follow 
with benefit: 12.e¢ (12.dxe6 &xg2) 
12...Axe4! 13.Dxet QxdS 14.We2 f5 
with compensation. 
11..Abd7 12.Af3 DbE 13.e4 Hxa3 
14.bxa3 
14.Wxa3 Wd7F. 
14..Was 
Now White cannot keep control of the 
diagonal h1-a8. 
15.a4 
If 15.Qd3 c4! 16.2xc4 Dxe4 17.Axet 
Axc4 18.Wxc4 Qxd5 with initiative. 
15...2axe4! 
Please pay attention: when the bishop is 
on b7, such blows are sometimes feasible. 


16.Axe4 Qxd5 17.We3 2xe4 
With his kingside undeveloped White has 
little chance of salvation. 

18.a5 2a4?! 
18...8d5! 19.axb6 Walt 20.8cl Qc3+ 
21.he2 c4+ 22.41 Watt. 

19.2437! 
19.Re2. 

19...2xd3 20.Wxd3 Ab2 21.We2? 
21.We2 c4¥. 

21..Eb8 22.b6 Wa6 0-1 
White is paralysed. 


Game 148 
Blagojevic,Dragisa 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Cutro 2006 (4) 

1.44 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.23 g6 
Of course, this is not necessary. There are 
other options, for instance 4...2b7. 

5.cxb5 a6 6.e3 axb5 7.2xb5 Wa5+ 

8.2c3 2a6 
8...Ae4 is played at times — however, 
without much success. 

9.2xa6 Wxa6 10.e4 d6 11.e5 
In the line with 5.e3 this break is a rare 
sight. 

11..dxe5 12.Axe5 297 13.Wd3 0-0 

14.0-0 Wxd3 15.dxd3 Sa6 16.2e3 

Efb8 
16...b4!? is interesting: 17.Had1 Hfc8 
(17... @fxdS 18.AxdS AxdS 19.AxcS 
Efc8 20.2a3 e6 with the original idea 
...AdS-c3! leads to approximate equality) 
18.4xc5 and Black accepted the draw in 
Garcia Trobat-Lalic, Benidorm Open 
1993. If the game had continued, it could 
have been noticed that White's pieces are 
hanging: 18...2xa2 19.23a4 Hcb8. 

17.Bad1c4 
White has an extra pawn but I’m putting 
a certain constraint on the pawns on a2, 
b2, andd5. 


Chapter 5 — An Intricate Variation 


xz & 
£aha) 
wa 


18.He5 Hxb2 19.axc4 He2 
19...b4!?. 
20.b6 Hb8 21.ba4 
A non-standard transfer of the knight to 
the edge. 
21..0e8 
21...Ag4!? 
22.81 Excl 23.8xci+ Hc8 24.ab5 
Excl + 25.0xc1 
It seems that the game will come to an 
end now as the passed a-pawn is very 
dangerous. 
25..ec7 
After 25...0b4!? 26.Dac3 &xc3 27.Axc3 
@Dc7 28.d6 exd6 29.2a3 Aca6 30.Axb4 
@xb4 31.a3 (31.24) White has an advan- 
tage but the number of pawns is equal. 
26.2ac3 Sf8 27.0xc7 Dxc7 28.24 
Dab 29.Db5 Ab4 30.d6 e5 31.295 
31.Qd2! Ac6 (31...Axa2? 32.Qc7+—-) 
32.a4. 
31.%e8 32.a4 Gd7 33.ac1 f5 
34.243 Dc6 35.f3 


& Ba 
as 4 
“a aa 
& 
or & 
AB 
& 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


With considerable effort, and due to a 
few inaccuracies by the opponent, I’ve 
managed to form some shadow of a de- 
fence line, but... 
35.04? 
Zeitnot. Of course, I shouldn’t have given 
up the second pawn. 
36.fxe4 fxe4 37.4f2 Qh6 38.he2 
f4 39.93 295 40.2c5 h5 41.0c3 
The rest is simple. 
41..e6 42.0xe4 2d8 43.0c3 2a5 
44.0b5 Sd5 45.2e3 2dB 46.h4 
DeS 47.2f4 Dc4 48.0c7+ &c6 
49.de6 2b6 50.Of8 g5 51.hxg5 
@xd6 52.96 DFS 53.de6 Sd7 54.97 
®De7 55.295 Sxe6 56.2xe7 &f7 
57.2b4 &xg7 58.a5 Ga7 59.a6 &f6 
60.2e1 2b8 61.2f2 Sg5 62.4f3 1-0 


Section 2 — The Main Line 
5..axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.c3 2b7 
8.2d2 Wb6 


I would consider this to be the main line. 
The concept of ‘main’ is rather relative, 
though. Today one line is in favour and 
after a few months the other one is. And 
what is ‘theory’? Maybe games by strong 
chess players are? 

Black does not waste time on slow devel- 
opment (...g7-g6, ...d7-d6), and starts 
pressing upon pawn d5 at once. Unexpect- 
edly it has turned out that keeping the ma- 
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terial advantage is problematic for White. 
Please look closely at the diagram position. 
Even in case White protects the advanced 
pawn the extremely unpleasant ...e7-e6 
will follow. After that, d5xe6 is a problem 
because of ...&b7xg2 and the h1-rook is 
lost, as the knight is still on gl and the 
bishop has left its home square f1. 


White Maintains the Outpost d5 
Practice shows that greed is not too 
promising in this case. White even risks 
to land in a worse position. The game of 
Viktor Bologan is partly evidence to the 
contrary. By the way, in that encounter the 
unsuccessful idea ...&c8-a6 added to the 
difference in the opponents’ classes. 


Game 149 
Cordi,Domenico 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Cutro 2007 (8) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c4 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.0c3 Qb7 
8.2d2 Wb6 9.2c4 e6 10.Wf3 


The queen’s placement versus the bishop 
on b7 can hardly be welcome for White. 
10...2a67! 

The prosaic 10...exd5 is much more 
effective: 11.QxdS @xdS (11...8xd5 
12.2xd5 Wxb2 13.Hd1 DxdS 14.Wxd5 
Wrxa2lF; 14..Qc6F) 12.QxdS xd5 
13.Wxd5 Wxb2=. 


11.e4 Db4 12.8c1 2a6 13.b3 Dxa2 
14.Qxa2 Qxc4 15.bxc4 Exa2 
16.2¢3 exd5 17.exd5 2d6 


And now simple play already guarantees 
White a small advantage. 
18.He2 
18.2xf6 gxf6 19.Qe2 Wb4+ 20.Ac3 
eS 21.0-0 Ha3 22.Hcel Bxc3? 
(22...0-0 23.Wg4+ &h8 24.4b5+) 
23.Wxfo+—. 
18...0-0 19.0-0 
19.2xf6 He8 with counterplay. 
19..He8 20.293 2e5 21.2b1 Wd8 
21...We7. 
22.2xe5 Exe5 23.d6 g6 24.Wf4 Heé 
25.Hb5 Ha5 26.hb3 Wa8 27.h4 hS 
28.f3 Hal 29.oxai Wxal+ 30.6h2 
We5 31.Wxe5 Hxe5 32.8b6 &g7 
33.0b7 0-1 
White exceeded the time-limit. 


Game 150 


Grachev,Boris 
@ Bareev,Evgeny 
St Petersburg 2009 (3.4) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 &b7 7.ac3 Wad 
8.2d2 Wh6 9.2.c4 e6 10.e4 Axed! 
A motif that is often seen. 
11.f3 
11.@xeé is bad in view of 11...exd5¥. 
11.016 
11...Wb4!? 12.We2 Axd2 13.0xd2 is 
unclear. 
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12.0-0 2e7 13.24 0-0 14.b3 exd5 
15.0xd5 &xd5 16.2xd5 Ac6 17.e1 
@xd5 18.Wxd5 2f6 19.had1+ 


The difference in piece activity is evident. 
19..Ab4 20.Wxd7 Bfd8 21.Wf5 g6 
22.We4 Oxa2 23.Hd6 2c3? 

23...Wb4 24.Bxfo Wxet 25.Hxe4 Dc3 

26.He7 @Qd5 27.Bfxf7 Hal+ 28.He1 

Exel+ 29. Hxel Sxf7+. 
24.Bxb6 xe4 25.0xe4 Hal+ 
26.8e1 Hxe1+ 27.dxe1 &c3 28.ef1 
Hd1 29.8b8+ &g7 30.he8 Hb1 
31.2e5+ 1-0 


Game 151 
Almeida Quintana,Omar 
@ Leon Hoyos,Manuel 
Havana 2011 (3) 
1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 2b7 6.4c3 Wa5 7.2d2 axbS 
8.2xb5 Wb6 9.Wb3 e6 10.e4? 
It's dangerous not to know the theory here! 
10...dxe4! 


eK 


xa 28 & 
2a aka 
w a 
QA 

a 
wey 
48 @& B&Ab 
& & Axi 
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The motif we have already got acquainted 

with. 
11.Axe4 Qxd5 12.Wd3 f5! 

12...Wb7 is not so strong in view of 

13.f3=, Karpov-Miles, Tilburg 1986. 
13.20g3 2xg2 

13...c4 14.Rxc4 Wxb2. 
14.41e2 Qxht 15.2xh1 
16.2¢3 0-0 17.2xd7? 

17.a4F. 
17...2d8 18.893 2f8—+ 

And the white bishop is caught. 
19.Af4 Bxd7 20.We3 He7 21.a3 Ac6 
22.0-0-0 2d4 23.493 Hd8 24.ad3 
Hed7 25.ah5 c4 0-1 


Re7 


Game 152 

Bologan, Viktor 

@ Durarbeyli,Vasil 

Aix-les-Bains Ech 2011 (5) 

1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.c3 2a6 

8.2xa6 Wxa6 
As sometimes happens in the Benko 
Gambit, the queen replaces the bishop on 
a6, preventing the opponent's castling. 

9.a4 d6 10.Age2 


In this case, logical. Without the ex- 
change of queens the king cannot stay in 
the centre. 
10.96 11.b5 Wb7 12.0-0 297 
12...Axd5? 13.Wxd5 Wxd5 14.2c7+. 
13.Dec3 0-0 14.e4 
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Viktor has reached a favourable configu- 
ration. The knight on bS looks indestruc- 
tible, cramping the enemy pieces. 
14...dbd7 15.We2 Bfc8 16.b3 Wa6 
17.2b2c4 
No signs of other counterplay. 
18.b4 He5 19.0d4 
19.@d1!? is interesting, for example 
19...2d3 20.203. 
19..d3 20.b5 Wa5 21.ac6+ 


21..Exc6 22.dxc6 Dxb2 23.e5 Wxc3 
24.exf6 Qxf6 25.a5 Wb4 26.b6 d5 
27.b7 Ha6 28.Wg4 Exc6 29.Wc8+ 
Exc8 30.bxc8W+ &g7 31.a6 1-0 


Material Equality 
I recommend the reader to pay attention 
to the duel of ‘veteran vs junior’ (Game 
157) in which Fabiano Caruana pressur- 
izes Alexander Beliavsky, one of the stron- 
gest grandmasters of the past. But first a 
few other examples. 


Game 153 
Riazantsev,Alexander 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 
Olginka t 2011 (4) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.2c3 2b7 
8.2d2 Wb6 9.0f3 Dxd5 10.Axd5 
&xd5 11.04 e6 
11... Wg6 12.0-0 @cé. 


12.2¢3 2e7 


13.0e5 
13.2xg7 Hg8 14.2e5 Exg2 15.Qg3 
Wb7 16.8e2 2b3 17.Wb1 Ads 18.Wd1 
Qb3=. 
13...0-0 14.0-0 d6 
14...Wb7. 
15.0c4 &xc4 16.Wg94 g6 17.Yxc4 
Dc6 18.e4 Da7 
This is quite sufficient for equality. White 
loses his only advantage — the bishop pair. 
19.b4 Hac8? 
19...@xb5  20.bxcS (20.axb5 Hab8 
21.bxcS WxbS 22.WxbS HxbS 23.cxd6 
Qxd6=) 20...Hac8! 21.cxb6 Bxc4 
22.Qb2 Hb4 with initiative. 
20.246 cxb4 21.2xc8 bxc3 


22.2d7 
22.28 Wb2 23.Qd7+ (23.Qxe6 fxe6 
24.Wxe6+ Hf7 25.We4 WS is unclear). 
22...Wb7 23.2b5 Hc8 24.Wd3 Axb5 
25.axb5 d5 26.e5? 
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26.exd5 exd5. 
26.004 
26...295 27.f4 Wb6+ 28.h1 2d8 
29.Hfcl WSF. 
27.Bab1 2a3 28.Wc2 Wb6 29.2b3 
&b2 30.93 Ya-Y2 


Game 154 
Babula, Vlastimil 
@ Jones,Gawain 
Khanty-Mansiysk ol 2010 (11.9) 
1.44 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 
a6 5.e3 2b7 6.2c3 Wad 7.2d2 
axb5 8.2xb5 Wb6 9.0f3 Oxd5 
10.a4 e6 11.e4 Axc3 12.2xc3 
Rab 
The principled 12...@xe4 looks more 
sound. 
13.0-0 &xb5 
15.Wxb5+ 


Waé 


14.Wb3! 


15..f6 16.4d2 e7 17.dc4 0-0 
18.Bfd1 Ha719.2a5 

After 19.f3+ Black has problems. It is un- 

clear how he can untie his pieces. 
19..Hb7 20.2b6 d6 21.Wxa6 Axa6 
22.a5 Hd7 23.Bd2 

23.4. 
23..Hc8 24.Had1 Hc6 25.0a3 d5 
26.exd5 Ecd6 27.Sf1 Hxd5 28.%e1 
Sf7 29.4c4 eB 30.He3 Exd2 
31.Bxd2 Hd6 32.c2 Hd4 33.Hc4 
Exc4 34.0xc4 
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The blockade on the light square a6 en- 
sures Black's safety. 
34.95 35.94 &d7 36.4d2 &c6 
37.$d3 Db4+ 38.4e4 Sb5 39.b3 
@d5 40.6d3 @xb6 41.axb6 &c6 
42.h3 Qd8 43.2ad2 Sxb6 44.4c4 
&c6 45.0e4 2e7 


White has contrived to lose a pawn but the 
c5- and g5-pawns are fixed on dark squares 
while Black’s bishop is also dark-squared, 
which diminishes the advantage. 
46.093 &c7 47.He4 Sb6 48.493 
&c6 49.e4 £5 50.gxf5 exf5 51.0g3 
£4 52.He4 h6 53.f3 hS 54.0f2 &d6 
55.b4 cxb4 56.4xb4 be5+ 57.44 
Sf5 58¢d3 Q2d6 59.He4 Ob8 


60.%e2 94 Yar" 
Game 155 
Kortchnoi, Viktor 
@ Ziiger,Beat 


Lenzerheide 2010 (8) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.0c3 &b7 
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8.2.d2 Wh6 9.0f3 
It is possible to give away a pawn in such 
circumstances. 


9..axd5 10.a4 e6 11.0-0 2e7 
12.Be1 
12.e4 Dxc3 13.8xc3. 
12..ab4 
This is a nice strong point for the black 
knight. 
13.e4 0-0 14.2f4 d6 15.2d2e5 


A crucial decision. 


The intention seems to be a knight's ma- 
noeuvre to d4. In case it is exchanged, 
there will be passed pawn on d4. 
16.23 D8c6 17.Da2 Dxa2 18.Bxa2 
Db4 
I am more appealed by the centralization 
of the knight by 18...2d4, with initiative. 
19.Ba1 d5 20.exd5 Qxd5 21.2c1 
Efd8 22.Wg4 Hac8 23.Wxb4?? 
An annoying blunder. Did Viktor Lvovich 
really think that the contender with 2404 
Elohadn't seen this move? 
23.Det=. 
23...Wg6 0-1 


Game 156 
O Maciol,Ryszard 
@ Brandenburg,Daan 
Maastricht 2010 (1) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.c3 2b7 
8.2d2 Wb6 9.Wb3 e6 10.24 


10.e4 Axe4. , 
10...Wxb3 11.2xb3 a6 12.0f3 exd5 


A characteristic structure for the given 
variation. Subsequently White tries to 
press on the opponent's centre. 
13.0-0 2e7 14.Bfd1 0-0 15.2e1 2c7 
16.Dh4 g6 17.f3 
I have some doubts about the health of 
the knight on h4. 
17...Bfb8 18.293 d6 19.2d2? 
Without noticing the elegant finish. 
19...2c8!-+ 


Threatening both ...g6-g5 and ...b8xb3 


simultaneously. 
20.4 Exb3 0-1 
Game 157 
Beliavsky,Alexander 


@ Caruana,Fabiano eee 


Novi Sad Ech-tt 2009 (9) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 Qb7 6.4c3 Wa5 7.2d2 axb5 
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8.2xb5 Wbh6 9.2c4 e6 10.Age2 

exd5 11.Wb3 Wxb3 12.2xb3 
Taking into consideration the high level 
of the players, this game can be seen as a 
prime example in the basic line of the 
variation $.e3. 

12...0a6 13.0-0 Ac7 14.0 fd1 2d6 
Here the bishop is placed more actively, 
besides the king needs square e7 some- 
times. 

15.2€10-0 
15...@e7!? — but Fabiano would like to 
press on the e3-pawn. 

16.f3 Hfe8 17.2f2 2f8 18.24 


The pressure on d5 that White has orga- 
nized is as strong as can be, but there are 
no concrete revenues. 
18.04 
This weakening of square d4 is not too 
dangerous as Black can control it by 
...Qe6 and ....&c5 ifhe wants. 
19.244 
19.Qc2 Bc5 20.Hel g5 with initiative. 
19.206 
The structure b7-c6-bS-c4 is rather 
strong. 
20.b3 2b4 
20...Qc5 suggests itself and was prefera- 
ble, with initiative. 
21.Dfe2 Qxa4 22.Axa4 De6 23.94 
Ha5 24.2ab1 h6 25.h4 Bc8 26.dac3 
Ha3 27.2e1 Qc5 28.8f2 &b4 
29.2e1 Qxc3 30.0xc3 d4 31.exd4 
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@f4 32.95 hxg5 33.hxg5 Dh7 
34.2.d2 Dxg5 35.hf1 7! 

35.2 could have kept the balance. 
35...cxb3 36.2xf4 

36.axb3 @xf3—+. 
36..bxa2 37.2a1 Hcxc3 38.2xg5 
Exf3+ 39.4e2 Hh3 40.81 f6 41.21 
Bac3 

41...0h2+ 42.0f2 Hxf2+ 43.xf2 HaoF. 
42.4d2 Hc4 43.2b2 Hh2+ 44.403 
Ha4 45.4c3 Ha8 46.8f5 Hh3+ 
47.c2 Hh2+ 48.4c3 Eh3+ 49.¢c2 
Eh2 Yo-Yo 


Game 158 
Gupta,Abhijeet 
@ Gunnarsson,Jon 
Reykjavik 2011 (4.10) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.2c3 2b7 
8.He2 
White returns the extra pawn in hope of a 
lead in development. 
8...xd5 9.0-0 Axc3 
9..Dc7 
10.Axc3 e6 11.e4 2e7 12.2f4 0-0 
13.a4 d6? 
An unsuccessful idea. It is better to give 
up the pawn on d7: 13... Wd8; 13...Wb6. 
14.2xd6 Hd8 15.2xe7!+— 
Probably the Icelandic player counted on 
15.e5 @cé with sufficient counterplay. 
15...xd1 16.Baxd1 
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Material is equal but Black's position is 
hopeless. White's pieces have far more ac- 
tivity. 
16..c6 17.2xc5 We7 18.b4 Zed 
19.4 Dc6 20.2d6 h5 21.Hfdi h4 22.h3 
Ec8 23.e5 Wb8 24.a5 De7 25.a6 2d5 
26..d7 5 27.dxd5 exd5 1-0 


Game 159 


Ernst,Sipke 
@ Brandenburg,Daan 
Leeuwarden 2009 (4) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.e3 axbS 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.23 2b7 
8.De2 2xd5 
8...Axd5. 
9.0-0 2c6 10.2¢4 
10.&xc6 Axc6=. 
10...e6 11.64 


11...2e7 
I don’t see how Black can win after 
11... Qxe4 12.2xe4 Axe4 (unclear). 
12.295 
12.e5 Dg4 (12...He4 13.Qf4 +) 13.f4#. 
12...0-0 
Inviting the opponent to play e4-e5. The 
persistent 12...h6 doesn’t look bad: 
13.Qh4 (13.2xf6 Qxf6) 13...g5 14.2g3 
&xe4 unclear. 
13.e5 Dd5 14.2427! 
14. Qxe7 Axe7. 
14..We7 15.2xd5 
15.f4 d6F. 


15..exd5 16.493 d4 17.0f5 Wxe5 
18.Wg4 g6 19.4h6+ Gh8 20.Bfe1 
WE =21.2f4 d6 22.e4 xed 
23.Exe4 


23..0c6 
Up to this point Black has been steadily in- 
creasing his advantage. He should have 
continued doing just that with 23...2a7¥. 
24.Hae1 
24.Wd7! DeS 25.Axe5 dxeS 26.Ag4 
with counterplay. 
24..95 25.Wd7 gxf4 26.094 Wo6 
27.8 xc6 Wxg4? 


27...8g5—+. 
28.Bxe7 Wg6 29.Wd5 Yo-V2 
Game 160 
Gonda,Laszlo 


@ Stanojoski,Zvonko 
Zupanja 2009 (3) 

1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.e3 axb5 6.2xb5 Wa5+ 7.23 2b7 

8.He2 Dxd5 9.0-0 e6 10.e4 Ac7 

11.2¢4 2e712.2f40-0 
With its ‘body’ the knight protects its 
partner on b8, which protects d7 in re- 
turn. 

13.Wd3 Bd8 14.Wg3 d6 15.5 fd1 
15.Had] 2a6 16.2xa6 Wxa6 17.2h6 
4e8 appears to be rather flexible. After 
the rook has gone to d8, the knight e8 
does not bad at all: 18.2e3 Aco 19.f4? 
dS—+ 20.exdS exdS 21.AxdS Wxe2 
22.Hd2 WhS 23.f5 Qd6 24.8f4 Ada 
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25.Hff2 &xf4 0-1 Hnydiuk-Miton, War- 
saw ch-POL 2012. 
15...de8 


White's pieces are much more active than 
the opponents’, but it is impossible to 
achieve something tangible. There are no 
weaknesses in Black's camp. 
16.4b5 Qxe4 17.0xd6 2xd6 
18.2xd6 Ac6 
Why should Black give his opponent the 
two bishops? The simple 18...Axd6 is 
good: 19.Exd6 4cé, with initiative. 
19.24 Hxd1+ 20.xd1 8d8 21.81 
ad4 
Better was 21...@d5 22.8&xd5 exdS 
23.Wc3 Wxc3 24.Bxc3 c4=. 
22.895 
The further jumble of mistakes does not 
have anything to do with the opening. 
22.We3t. 
22..axe2+ 23.Axe2 HcB 24.a3 c4 
25.h4 Q2d5 26.h5 (6 27.2f4 e5 
28.2e3 2e6 29.h6 c3 30.Exc3 Exc3 
31.bxc3 g6 32.Wh4 Wxa3 33.2b5 95 


ave 

a 

2a 8 

2 a & 
w 
@ A & | 
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34.2xg5? 
34.Wet We7 (34..0d6? 35.Wc6+-) 
35.Wast. 
34..fxg5 35.Wxg5+ Sf8 36.Wxed 
Wei+ 37.2f1 Wxh6F 38.c4 WE 
39.Wh5 2f5 40.c5 2g6 41.Wh6+ 
Se7 42.We3+ We6 43.Wc3 Wd5 
44.We3+ Sd8 45.2e2 c746.2f3 


We6 47.Wd4+ Se7 48.Wg7+ WI7 
49.We5+ De6 50.2d5 WS 
51.Wd6+ Sfé 52.c6 Wed 
53.Wxe5+ dxe5 54.2xe6 Sxe6 
55.94 2e4 56.c7 Sd7 57.8h2 Sxc7 
58.493 Sd6 59.44 2d3 60.295 
Se7 61.f4 Sf7 62.45 Sg7 63.ef4 

0-1 


Conclusion | 
It seems that in reaction to White’s plans, active counterplay with the ...e7-e6 | 
break looks more prospective for Black, as especially in this line with 5.e3 the | 
white pawn on dS has no sufficient support. 
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Chapter 6 


An Adventurous Variation 


The idea of any gambit is a material sacrifice in order to seize the initiative. In this 
chapter we will consider what happens if the white player aspires to active play himself. 


1.04 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.2c3!? 


&i& AIBAB 
B Qweene 


It is necessary to realize that this line is met rather rarely. There is practically no theory 
on it. The line offers greater scope for the imagination and is attractive for players who 
wish to avoid studying long opening lines. To console Black I'll risk mentioning that 
objectively the system with 5.2c3 does not give an advantage to White. Here an ex- 
tremely difficult struggle is ahead, but it is for three results. Instead of castling, Black 
frequently wanders around with his king — to either side. 

Even strong chess players can make mistakes here, or even a series of mistakes. Only 
a computer can find the right way in these irrational positions. Human players will of- 
ten get under time pressure, which obviously reduces the quality of the further play. 
However, those who play the Benko are ready for situations like these. Otherwise they 
would respond to | .d4 with the solid, classical 1...d5. 


Section HeServelartvsgreny Please see for yourself: after the tradi- 
bs tional 5.bxa6, Black almost always (at 
5..axb5 6.0xb5 once or later on) captures on a6 with the 


In principle, 5.4c3 still does not deprive 
White of the possibility to capture the 
pawn. In that case, a common Volga 
structure occurs. However, this move or- 
der gives Black great freedom of choice. 


bishop (...&c8xa6). Here, by the simple 
6...8a6 he steers the play into the usual 
channels. 7.2c3 g6 may follow, transpos- 
ing into the variations we have seen. Of 
course, we won't consider that line here. 
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Besides, you can try to make use of the 
slightly strange position of the knight on 
bS. It has left the centre. According to the 
known truth ‘the best reaction to a flank 
attack is a counterstrike in the centre’ it is 
logical to react with the principled 6...e6 
7.Ac3 exd5 8.0xd5 AxdS 9.Wxd5 Acé. 
The games of Leonid Milov demonstrate 
this plan. The white queen is lured to d5, 
from where it is chased away with tempo. 


Game 161 
Schuster,Karsten 
@ Milov,Leonid 
Nuremberg 2010 (4) 
1.04 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 a6 4.4c3 b5 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.2xb5 e6 7.23 exd5 
B.Dxd5 Dxd5 9.Wxd5 Ac6 10.2d2 


Re7 11.2c3 0-0 12e3 2b7 
13.Wd2?! 
13.Hd1 Whe 14.Wxd7 Hfd8 with a 


strong initiative; better is 13.03 Ha7 
14.Wd2. 
13..d5 


x w@ ke 
2 Baka 
a 
ka 


| Mc mee 
AA @ AAB 
pet Seni 


The computer already assesses White's 
position as hopeless, while he doesn’t 
even have any weaknesses! 
14.0f3 d4 15.exd4 cxd4 16.axd4 
g5 17f4 Bh4+ 1893 Axd4 
19.Wxd4 We8+ 20.6f2 2f6 21.Wb6 
&xh1 22.9xf6 Hb8 23.Wd4 gxfé 
24.2d3 Wd8 0-1 
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Sali ZANT 


Leonid Milov 


Game 162 


O Uwira,Oliver 
@ Milov,Leonid 
Bad Homburg 2009 (4) 
1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 a6 4.Ac3 bS 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.xb5 e6 7.dxe6 fxe6 
8.e4 Dxe4 9.Wh5+ g6 10.Wed 
WaS+ 11.6d1 Oxf2+ 12.e2 Oxh1 
13.2¢c7+ Sf7 14.2d2 Wa4 15.Wxh8 


ABR BSMawb 
& 204 


Acrazy position! 

15..0c6 16.0f3 Dd4+ 

oxd4 18.Wxh7+ 297 19.e1 
19.Qh6? d3+ 20.hxd3 Wd4+ 21.%e2 
Wxb2+-+. 

19...a5 20.8d3+— Bf5 21.4e8 
21.Axf5+—. 


17.0xd4 


21...2a6 22.0d6+ Sf8 23.2xf5 gxf5 
24.Wg6 e7 25.0xf5+ 
25.63 Web 26.Wxg7+ Sxd6 27.2f4++—-. 
25...exf5 26.Wxg7+ Se6 27.Wg8+ 
eS 28.8c1? 
28.Wb8+ SF6 29.2f4+—. 
28..Wb5 29.We8+ &f6 30.Wi8+ 
Se6 31.Wg8+ eS 32.Wh8+ te6 
33.We8+ S16 34.Wd8+ Se6 
34.7 35.Bc4 (the only move) 
35...Wxc4 36.Wxd7+ Gf6 37.Wd6+. 
35.Wg8+ de5 36.Wg7+ Se6 
36...6d5. 
37.Wg6+ Se5 38.Web+ 
38.Bc5+ Wxc5 39.Wxa6+—. 
38..Sf6 39.Wh8+ Seb 40.Wg8+ 2-12 


Game 163 
Lorscheid,Gerhard 
@ Milov,Leonid 
Nuremberg 2008 (3) 
1.d4 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 a6 4.0c3 bS 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.xb5 e6 7.0c3 exd5 
8.2xd5 Dxd5 9.Wxd5 Ac6 10.0f3 
&b7 11.2d2 2e7 12.2c3 0-0 13.e3 
Bb8 14.Wd2 d5 15.8d1 
15.Qe2. 
15..d4 16.exd4 He8 
16...cxd4 17.Axd4 QgS 18.We2 Axd4 
19.xd4 He8+ 20.2e2 We7 with com- 
pensation. 
17.2e2 cxd4 18.xd4 @xd4 
19.Wxd4 Wxd4 20.axd4 &xg2 
21.891 &b4+ 22.Bd2 


eB Breen 
aa 


| @ 
AAR Beans 


&S & 
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22...Hed8?! 
22...Qxd2+ 23.6xd2 Hbd8 24.83 
Bxe2 25.Hxg2 Uxd4 26.@xd4 
Exb2F. 
23.2¢3 2xc3 24.bxc3 Hb1+ 25.Bd1 
25.@d1 He8+ 26.He2 Hd8= 
(26...xd1+? 27.8xd1 @f3 28.Hel+). 
25...Hdxd1+ 26.2xd1 2f3 27.d2 
Sf8 28.He1 Qxd1 29.Bxd1 Bb2+ 
30.¢d3 Hxa2 31.8d2 Ha5 32.c4 
Se7 33.4c3 HhS 34.4b4 Exh2 
35.c5 Bh1 36.c6 Ec1 37.4b5 Bb1+ 


38.%a6 h5 39.4a7 

39.c7. 
39..fal+ 40.8b7 Hb1+ 41.¢a7 
Hal+42.6b7Hb1+43.¢a7 = 2-42 


If Black prefers quieter play he may try 
6...Wa5+ 7.2c3 or 6...2b7. 

In the following game which I bring to 
your attention the pawn structure had 
‘normal’ Volga outlines. Then White 
opened the h-file and both kings began 
feeling uncomfortable. 


Game 164 
Hellborg, Teodor 
@ Cicak,Slavko 
Sweden tt 2007/08 (9) 
1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 a6 4.c3 bS 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.0xb5 Wa5S+ 7.dc3 
De4 8.2d2 Dxd2 9.Wxd2 d6 10.e4 
96 11.h4 297 12.h5 0-0 13.f4 2a6 
Also possible is 13...0d7!? 14.h6 &xc3 
15.bxc3 Af6 16.2d3 c4 with coun- 
terplay. 
14.hxg6 hxg6 
14...fxg6. 
15.2h3 @d7 16.8c1 Bfb8 17.f5 
Wb4 18.fxg6 fxg6 19.2xa6 Hxa6 
20.Wg95 
As usual in extremely difficult positions 
like this, a series of mutual mistakes fol- 
lows. 
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x & 
ak 2 
x a a) 
BA el 
& 
“w bat 
AB & 
BS & 
20...Wxb2?! 
20...Axc3+! 21.bxc3 Wxe4+ 22.He3 


WSF 
21.Aage2 De5 22.Wxe7 Wh700 
23.Wh4 WE7 24.Wh7+ Sf8 25.Wh4 
Wf6 26.0f4 
26.Wxfo+. 
26.95? 
26...Wxh4+ 27.Bxh4 Hb2 with initia- 
tive. 
27.De6+2? 
27. Wxg5 Wxgs 28.De6+ Sg8 29.Axgs 
was still unclear. 
27..Wxe6 28.dxe6 gxh4 29.4d5 
Bxa2 30.8xh4 Ad3+ 31.4d1 Bbb2 


0-1 
Game 165 
Khalili,Saeid 
@ Shanava,Konstantin 
Fajr 2008 (5) 


1.04 Of6 2.c4 a6 3.2c3 c5 4.45 b5 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.2xb5 2b7 7.c3 e6 
8.dxe6 fxe6 9.0f3 d5 10.Wb3 2cé6 
11.e3 
11.e4. 
11..Abd7 12.2e2 2d6 13.0-0 0-0 
14.h3 We7 15.Wc2 Shs 
15...e5 16.e4 d4 17.2b5 Qb7 18.2c4+ 
Bh8 19.0d5 Qxd5 20.exdS e4 with 
counterplay. 
16.b3 e5 
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17.4e17! 
Too passive. 17.0h4 g6 18.Qb2 is more 
logical. 
17..e4 18.2b2 We5 19.93 We6 
20.%92 d4 21.2c4 WHS 22.Ab5 2b8 
23.exd4 e3+ 24.d5 &2xd5+ 25.2xd5 
Wxd5+ 26.43 @h5 27.Ac3 Wa5 
28.De4 Wg6 29.94 
Better was 29.@h1. 
29..Af4+ 30.6h1 Wh6 31.493 e2 
32.5f2 Wxh3+ 33.0h2 Whi+ 0-1 


Game 166 


Horvath,Peter 
@ Kerek,Csaba 
Hungary tt 2004/05 (10) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 a6 3.4c3 c5 4.d5 b5S 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.0xb5 Wa5+ 7.dc3 
&b7 8.2d2 Wh6 9.e4 e6 10.Age2 
2d6 
A provocative bishop sortie. Black can 
also take back the pawn: 10...exd5 
IL.exdS @xdS 12.0xd5 Qxd5 with an 
equal game. 
11.295 
11.4 c4 (11...Qe7) 12.dxe6 QcS 
13.exf7+ Sxf7 14.Wb1 (14.Wc2 Hab) 
is unclear. 
11..Da6 12.Wd2 c4 13.2xf6 gxf6 
14.493 Hc8 15.2e2 Ab4 16.0-0 hS 
17.Axh5 e7 18.Had1 2d3 19.b3 
We7 


20.h3 

20.g3+-. 
20...Af4 21.Ab5 

21.dxe6 dxe6 22.0xf4 Rxf4 23.Wb2+. 
21..c3 22.We3 ADxe2+ 23.Wxe2 
Rab 24.04? 

24.3 Bh2+ (24...2xb5?? 

25.Wxf6++—) 25.8h1 Wes. 
24..2xb5 25.axb5 c2 26.0c1 2a3 
27.493 Qxci 28.hxc1 Wc3 29.f1 
Wxb3 30.de3 Wb2 31.d6+ &xd6 
32.Exc2 Exc2 33.Wd3+ w&e7 
34.axc2 Whit 35.¢h2 Hc8 
36.Wa3+ e8 37.He3 Wxed 0-1 


Section 2 — 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 d6 


The basic continuation, which actually 
gives the variation its original current, is 
6.e4b4 7.Ab5 dé. 

White in his turn offers a pawn — e4. The 
position of the knight on bS looks shaky. 
And it actually is exposed to attacks from 
time to time. For example, I like the idea 
...Ha8-a5. Usually White sends an infan- 
try unit (a2-a4) to the aid of the cavalry 
outpost. Black, of course, eliminates it 
(...b4xa3), but then the white knight gets 
to c4 (AbSxa3-c4) where it feels more 
comfortable. 

In fact, White's basic idea is to carry out 
e4-e5 and, with support of the 
b5-knight, to break down Black's defence 
in the centre. 


Chapter 6 — An Adventurous Variation 


Line A: 8.24 

White's bishop tries to support the offen- 
sive in the centre. 

The most popular reply is 8...g5. At the 
cost of a pawn and a weakening of his 
kingside, Black tries to win 1-2 tempi. 
White may retreat the bishop with 
9,e3, and in this case the pawn capture 
9...@xe4 is dangerous. It is necessary to 
play very accurately, otherwise the conse- 
quences will be disappointing, as I have 
found out myself. 


Game 167 
Chetverik,Maxim 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Gien Open 2004 (3) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.ab5 d6 8.2f4 


95 9.2e3 Dxe4 10.2d3 ATE 

10... b6. 
11.2xg5 297 12.He2 Abd7 13.493 
De5 14.2e2 Dg6?! 

14...2d7. 
15.0-0 h6 16.2xf6 Qxf6 17.Wd2 
Wb6 18.4h5 2e5 19.a4 bxa3 


20.2xa3 Hxa3 21.bxa3 294? 
Better was 21...2f5. 


22.2xg4 Wxb5 23.215 Wb7? 
23...Wa6. 

24.0b1 Wa7 25.Wd3 &d8 

26.Wb5+— 


White's play is of good quality. 
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26...h4 27.Wc6 Axf5 28.2b7 Wxb7 
29.Wxb7 He8 30.a4 e6 31.a5 De7 
32.dxe6 fxe6 33.a6 Ad5 34.a7 Ac7 
35.a8W+ DxaB 36.Wxa8+ Sd7 
37.Wb7+ &d8 38.94 He7 39.Wb8+ 
&d7 1-0 


The modest 9...&g7 is more solid. Black 
obtains good play. 


Game 168 
Potapov,Alexander 
@ Degraeve,Jean Marc 
Cappelle-la-Grande 2002 (3) 
1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2¢3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 dé 
8.214 g5 9.2e3 297 10.f3 h6 11.04 
bxa3 12.Exa3_ Hxa3 13.0xa3 
@bd7= 14.He2 DS 15.Wd2 2a6 
16.201 
16.@c3. 
16...2xf1 17.2xf1 Wb8 18.0d3 Ded 
18...f5 19.exf5 Dhf6F — White has prob- 
Jems with his d5-pawn. 
19.dxe5 Qxe5 20.94 AF4 21.0c4 
f6 
21..Dge. 
22.Wc2 
22.Axf4 gxf4 23.Wxf4?? Wb4+ 24.ad2 
gs—+. 
22..Ag6 23.4 gxf4 24.axf4 Axf4 
25.Exf4 hS!F 26.2f1 
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26...hxg4 
Better 26...8f8 27.gxhS HxhS 28.Hg4 
Wa8* after which White's king will be 
surrounded. 
27.Wa4+ Sf8 28.2xg4 We8 29.Wc6 
2d4 30.492 f6 31.Wxe8+ dxe8 
32.h4 Sf7 33.2h3 Bb8 34.hg2 Hb4 
35.8c2 Hb3+ 36.494 Hd3 37.Bd2 
Hb3 38h5 Hb8 39.Hh2 Hg8+ 
40.2f3 Hgi 41.h6 &g8 42.8g2+ 
Exg2 43.4xg2 Gh7 44.4f3 Sxh6 
45.494 Sg6 46.b3 &c3 We-Vo 


A heavy blow-for-blow struggle devel- 
ops after the principled capture 9.2xg5. 
Obviously, one move later Black’s best 
move is 10...WaS. In the puzzling com- 
plications that arise, both sides have 
chances. 


Game 169 


Landgren,Philip 
@ Djurhuus,Rune 
Sweden tt 2005/06 (5) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.4c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 d6 8.2f4 
g5 9.2xg5 Dxe4 10.2f4 Wad 
11.2¢4 2a6 12.We2 Sd8 13.f3 Of6 
14.Dh3 h6?! 
14.,.Qxb5 15.&xb5 OxdS 16.2cl Ac7 
17.23 is unclear. 
15.0-0 bd7 16.a3 2xb5 


16...&b7. 
17.2xb5  @xd5 18.2c6  Axf4 
19.0xf4 Ha7 
19...Hb8 20.axb4 Wxb4 21.0d5 Wd4+ 
22.8h1t. 
20.2xd7 
20.axb¢ Wxal 21.Bxal Bxal+ 
22.$f24+-. 


20...8xd7 21.axb4 Wxa1 22.Wb5+ 
Sd8 23.Wb8+ Sd7 24.Wb5+ 
&d8 
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22...Wb5 
22...Bxal 
WrxboF. 

23.Bxa6 


23.Hxal bo 24.0xb6 


then 


The idea 8...e4 is featured in the next 
games. 


Game 172 

Marusenko,Petr 
@ Pavlovic,Milos 

Hastings 2007/08 (4) 
1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 d6 8.2f4 
@®xe4 9.2.04 g5 10.2c1 b3 11.Wxb3 
Wa5+ 12.Ac3 Dd7 13.4e2 bs 
14.2b5 @xc3 15.axc3 Wb4 16.0-0 
h6 17.2c6 297 18.He1 


18..2f8 
18...Wxb3 19.axb3 Hxb3 20.Ha8 &d8 is 
unclear. 

19.He4 &d4 
19...Wxb3 20.axb3 Bf6F. 
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20.Wxb4 Exb4 21.ne1 

21.a3 Hb8 22.4b5. 
21...He5 22.a3 Hb6 

22...8b3 23.e2 (23.Ra4? Hxc3 24.bxc3 

xc3—+) 23...Axc6 24.dxc6 BeSF. 
23.2a4 Dd3 24.He2 Bab 25.Bd2 
Sg7 26.4d1 Hhb8 27.de3 &xe3 
28.fxe3 Oxc1 29.Exc1 Exb2 30.Bcc2 
Bb1+ 31.¢f2 hS 32.93 Hfi+ 33.492 
Bbb1 34.8f2 Hgl+ 35.23 f5 36.2b2 
2d3 37.Exb1 2e4+ 38.¢e2 Exb1 
39.2.d7 Sf6 40.a4c4 0-1 


And here is an old, high-quality example. 


Game 173 


Dreev,Alexey 
@ Bareev,Evgeny 
Tilburg 1994 (5) 
1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 d6 8.2f4 
@xe4 9.We2 g5 10.2e5! 
A) 10.Wxe4?! gxf4 11.2c4 (11.Wxf4 
&g7F) 11...2g7 12.0-0-0 Ha6 13.He2 
Bd7 14.Axf4 DeS 15.HhS Ah6+ 16.f4 
@xc4 17.Wxc4 Qgt4 18.Bd3 QxhS 
19.8h3 Bxa2 20.Wxa2 Qxf4+ 21.8c2 
2g6+ 22.6d1 0-0-+ Arakelian- 
Sivokho, Naberezhnie Chelni 1988; 
B) 10.Qcl “f6 11.QxgS Qg7¥ and 
Black successfully finishes his kingside 
development. 


RaowWee & 
ae F 


ALAS & 
a a 


eee 


AW WAAB 
& SLAr 


10..dxe5 11.Wxe4 297 12.d6 Had 
13.8d1! 


13.0c7+ Sf8 14.dxe7+ Wxe7 15.0d5 
WeoF. 
13...0-0 14.0f3! Ad7 
14...f5. 
15.Axg5 AFG 16.Wh4 e6 17.477! 
&xd7 18.Ad6 h6 19.Agxf7!? Exf7 
20.Axf7 
20.2c4 Hf8 21.Qb7 Wb6 22.AxaS 
WxaS = -23.0-0  (23.Exd7?_ @xd7 
24.Qxe6+ Bh8 25.2xd7 b3+—-+). 
20...xf7 21.2c4 We7 22.f4 exf4 
23.0-0 2b5 24.2xb5 Exb5 25.Exf4 
We7 


Wee 
4a 2 
ga 
4 a @ 
Aw Aw 
b= 2 


26.493 Bb6 27.2df1 e5! 28.5f5 Heé 
29.Wb3 Sg6 30.We2 e4 31.Bxc5 
31.WxcS Wxc5+ 32.ExcS Og4 33.Hd1 
&xb2-+. 
31.294 32.0d5 
32.Bc6 Hxc6 33.Wxc6+. 
32..oh7 33.Wa4 De3 34.2d7 WcS 
35.Bff7 Axg2+? 
35...Wel+ 36.6f2 Wfl+ 37.xe3 
Wel+ 38.6f4 Wh2r+ 39.694 Hgot+ 
40.8h3 Wxg2+ 41.8h4 Wxh2#. 
36.2h1! 
36.Sxg2 Hgo+ 37.6f1 Wgl+ 38.he2 
Bg2+. 
36...Wel+ 
36...Bg6 37.Bxg7+ Hxg7 38.Bxg7+ 
Sxg7 39.Sxg2=. 
37.0d1 
37.Wd1 Wxd1+ 38.Bxd1 ®h4 39.Bg1 
go 40.Bb7 ¢3 41.Hxb4 e2 42.Hel 
Rfo-+. 


Chapter 6 — An Adventurous Variation 


37...Wxb2 38.Wd7? 
38.Hxg7+ Wxg7 (38...exg7 39.Wd7+ 
Sfo 40.Bfl++—) 39.Bd7 He7 40.Bxe7 
Wxe7 41.Sxg2F. 

38...2g96 39.291 We5 40.015? 
40.He7. 

40...Wc3 41.We6?? Bxe6 0-1 
Thus, we see that in case of 8.&f4 Black 
can choose from several continuations 
which give him quite good chances. It all 
depends on your preferences! 


Line B: 8.2.c4 

The bishop lies in ambush, preparing the 
same break e4-e5, sometimes even fol- 
lowed by d5-d6?!. Objectively this double 
pawn sacrifice seems doubtful. Here are 
several extremely tense games. The results 
of the hand-to-hand fight in these sharp- 
est variations are unpredictable. The 
assessments fluctuate from —+ to +—! 


Game 174 

Almeida Quintana,Omar 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Barcelona 2009 (6) 

1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.2c¢3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.0b5 d6 8.24 

g6 9.e5 dxe5 10.d6 exd6 11.295 

&b712.2d5 Ac6? 
12...8xd5 13.2xf6 Wxf6 14.Wxd5 with 
compensation for White. 

13.2xf6 Wxf6 14.c7+ &d7 

15.0xa8 &2xa8 16.a3 b3 17.Wxb3+ 


\2 o 
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17..897 18.He2 e4 19.4c3 We7 
20.0-0 f5 21.Bad1 &xc3 22.bxc3 
We5 23.c4 &c7 24.2b1 Hb8 25.Wh3 
&Exb1 26.8xb1 1-0 


Game 175 

Hajenius, Willem 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Caserta 2007 (1) 

1.d4 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.4c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.0b5 d6 8.24 

g6 9.e5 dxe5 10.d6 exd6 11.295 

Bad! 12.Af3 Bxb5?! 
12...Ac6 13.c7+ Sd7 (the only move) 
14.4d5 Be7 15.Qxe7 Wxe7?! Reilly- 
Sermek, Fencible Masters 1997; 


12..h6 13.QxeS (13.Qc7+ Wrxc7 
14.Qxf6 Hh7¥) 13...hxgS 14.0xf7 
We7+ 15.f1 Hxb5 16.@xh8 Has 


17.Axgé Wes 18.2d3 Ra6F. 
13.2xb5+ 2d7 14.We2 2e7 15.Bd1 
Wb6 16.2xd7+ “bxd7 17.0-0 0-0 
18.2h6?! Ha8F 19.495 Wa6 20.WF3 
Wxa2 2194 He8 22.We2 Ab6 
23.Wb5 Hb8 24.2a1 


24...WC4?? 
An awful blunder. Relying on the oppo- 
nent's weakness, the author lost attention. 
24...WdS 25.Ha7 @xg4 26.Hxe7 @xh6 
27.Bal Wc4 28.Wxc4 (28.He8+ Bxe8 
29.Wxe8+ &g7—+) 28...axc4—+. 
25.Wxb6 Wxg4+ 26.2h1 Wc8 
The computer still evaluates the position as 
only = since Black has 4 pawns for a rook. 
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27.Wa7 We8 28.2a6? 

28.h3+; 28.f3+. 
28...g94 29.0xf7 Sxf7 30.295 Hd8 
31.Wb7 Wd7 32.Wb6 Wf5 33.Ha7 
He8 34.2h4 Af6 35.f3? g5 

Time trouble. 35...Wh3—+. 
36.293 We6 37.491 h5S 38.He1 
Wd5 39.Wb5 Yg6 40.2f2 Wxf3 
41.5f1 Wg4+ 42.293 We6 43.2a6 
h4 44.8xf6+ 2xf6 45.oxd6 Wxd6 
46.Wxe8+ Gh6 47.22 h3 0-1 


Game 176 

Albarran,Gustavo 

@ Felgaer,Ruben 
Torre Blanca 2005 (3) 

1.d4 f6 2.c4 a6 3.4c3 c5 4.d5 bS 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.0b5 dé 
8.2.04 DAbd7 9.0f3 AbE 

9... Axes. 
10.2.d3 g6 11.e5 Afxd5S 

11...dxe5 12.DxeS Abxd5 13.2c4 ReoF. 
12.exd6 exd6 13.0-0 2e7 14.2h6 
Re6 15.04 26 

15...bxa3 16.@xa3 QF8 17.2b5+ e700. 
16.b3 

16.Wc2t 
16..4d7 

16...&xal 17.Wxal &d7 is unclear. 
17.He1 Sc3 18.Axc3 bxc3 19.2b5+ 
&c7 20.24 

Better was 20.h4. 
20..g5 21.2e3 2d5? 22.He1 g4 
23.2d4 cxd4 24.2xd4 


x w x 
& a 4 
aoe 


24..8b7 

Better was 24...Hg8 25.b4 Hg5 26.a5 

Bbs—+ 
25.2c4 Qxd4 

25...Re5. 
26.Wxd4 Wg5 27.Bcd1 Ab6? 

27...Hhe8! 28.2xd5+ Qxd5 29.Wxc3 

Beet. 
28.2xe6 fxe6 29.Wxc3 Wc5?! 

29...Hac8. 
30.Wg7+ We7 31.Wxg4? e5 32.0c1 
Wf7 33.Wb4 Bhf8? 

33... Wd5 34.934 (34.Hed1 Hhc8). 
34f3 Wd5 35.Bed1+— 
36.We4+ 

36.Wxd6. 
36..d5 37.Wxh7+ a6 38.Bc7 e4 
39.fxe4 Hfe8 40.e5 Exe5 41.Wd3+ 
c4 42.4f7 He1+ 43.2f1 Wb6+ 


Was 


44.¢h1 He3 
44..Hxd1 45.Hxd1 Wc6 46.bxc4 dxc4 
47 Wg3+-. 
45.Wxd5 1-0 
Line C: 8.0f3 


White prefers to finish his development 
first, and at the same time offers the op- 
ponent an opportunity to accept pawn 
sacrifice. Now the choice is Black's. 

More or less quiet positional play follows 
if Black doesn’t accept the sacrifice, but 
continues development. 

In the next games we'll see the struggle 
for the control over key point e5 which is 
so typical of this opening. 


Game 177 


Andre,Gordon 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Werther 2002 (5) 
1.d4 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.0b5 d6 8.0f3 
96 9.24 
9.23. 
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9..0h5 10.295 h6 11.2e3 2g7 
12.2047! 
12.Wd2 WaS 13.2c4 2a6 14.We2 Bd7 
15.2c7+ Wxc7 16.2xa6=. 
12...0-0 
Black might as well capture the pawn: 
12...2xb2!? 13.e5 (13.Hb1 Qg7 14.e5 
0-0F) 13...Qxal 14.Wxal f6 15.0-0 g5 


(15..Ha5 16.Hel Gf7 17.c6+ &g8 
18.Wb1 is unclear) 16.Wb1 with unclear 
play. 

13.0-0 Ad7 


13...Qxb2 14.Qxh6. 
14.We2 Dhfé 15.Wc2 Ag4 16.2d2 
@b6 
Better was 16...0geS5 17.AxeS Axes 
18.2e2 Wb6 19.24 bxa3 20.0xa3 
RaoF. 
17.2e2 2a6 18.24 Wd7 19.h3 Of6 
20.24 
20.b3¥. 
20...Hab8 
20...Bfb8! 21.b3? DhS. 
21.0fd1? 
21.b3. 
21...Dh5 22.2h2 


22..0xa4 23.Wxa4 Qxb5 24.2xb5 
Wxb5 25.e5 Wxa4 26.Hxa4 dxe5 
27.2xe5 Ha8 28.Hxa8 Hxa8 29.81 
Hc8 30.b3 2xe5 31.axe5 Af4 
32.2d1 DAe2+ 33.6f1 2d4 34.8d3 
Hd8 35.ac6 “xc6 36.dxc6 Hc8 
37.Ge2 Exc6 38.Hd8+ &g7 39.He8 
Sf6 40.4d3 Hd6+ 41.4c4 Hd2 0-1 
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Game 178 
O Lee,Andy 
@ Gurevich,Dmitry 
Minneapolis 2005 (6) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 a6 3.4c3 c5 4.d5 b5S 
5.cxb5 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.ab5 d6 8.0f3 
96 9.2c4 Qg97 10.e5 dxe5 11.Axe5 
0-0 12.0-0 2a6 13.We2? 
13.Bel. 
13...2xb5 14.2xb5 Wxd5?! 
14... xd5F¥. 
15.2¢4 Wed 16.Wxe4 Oxe4 17.0xf7 
xf? 18.2d5 Ha6 19.Qxe4 Ad7 
20.2e3 
20.a4. 
20...e6 
20...Qxb2 21.Habl Qc3 22.Hfd1 e6 
23.2d3 HbeF. 
21.2d3 Ha5 22.2c4 He7 


23.a4? 

Better 23.Hab1=. 
23...Qxb2 24.Had1 Hxa4 25.Bxd7 
Exd7 26.2xe6+ Hf7 27.Qxc5 2c3 
28.Hb1 &g7 29.2xf7 Sxf7 30.éf1 


If Black accepts the pawn sacrifice with 
8...Qe4 as we will see next, White expe- 
riences difficulties attacking this knight. 
Point f3 is occupied by a friendly piece! 


Game 179 
Etchegaray,Patrice 
@ Pap,Misa 

Donostia 2011 (3) 

1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.2c3 axb5 6.e4 b4 7.Ab5 d6 8.Af3 
@xe4 9.204 g6 10.We2 f5 11.095 
Qg7 12f3 Dxg5 13.axg5 hé 
14.2xe7  Wxe7 15.0c7+ 9&7 
16.Wxe7+ Sxe7 17.Axa8 Axb2t 


Black has a pawn and excellent play for 

the exchange. 
18.5b1 &c3+ 19.4e2 2d7 20.4c7 
@b6 21.6d3 f4 22.Hbei+ &d7 
23.0b5 Qxel 24.Bxel xc4 
25.$xc4 Qa6 26.0e6 Axb5+ 
27.Sxb5 Hb8+ 28.%c4 Has 
29.Bxg6 Hxa2 30.Bxh6 Hxg2 
31.2h7+ Se8 32.4b5 b3 33.4c6 b2 


e6 0-1 34.Hb7 c4 35.4xd6 c3 36.%e6 
He2+ 0-1 
| Conclusion 


| I hope I haven't frightened black players too much with this jumble of | 
variations. But think, how is it possible to win with black without taking 
any risks? Instead, let White be afraid, as he has something to lose: his 


opening advantage. 
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PART Il 
Frictionless Development 


Under this heading I will group a tree of variations in which White does not try to re- 
fute the Benko Gambit and seeks free development, following ‘pacifist principles’; 
something like ‘I won't trouble you — you won't trouble me’. We have seen similar 
ideas in other systems sometimes. Ideally White tries to establish a piece on the block- 
ade square c4. This is more often a bishop than a knight, as its line of force passes 
‘through’ pawn dS, paralysing the freedom-loving infantryman on e7. Sometimes the 
knight makes it to the commanding outpost c4, putting unpleasant pressure upon the 
square complex e5-d6-b6-a5. White tries to fianchetto his dark-squared bishop on b2, 
extracting the ‘splinter’ on g7. After this exchange White's play becomes more pleas- 
ant. 


1.44 Of6 2.c4.c5 3.d5 bS 


Chapter 7 - 4.Wc2 
Chapter 8 - 4.4d2 
Chapter 9 - 4.03 
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Chapter 7 


4.Y%ce2 


Over the last years the popularity of the variation 4.Wc2 has grown. 


From my database I have drawn the following statistics. Between opponents with an Elo 
above 2500, in 2006-2007 this variation was applied 11 times, in 2008-2009 — 13 
times, and in 2010-2011 — 25 times! So what will the future have in stock? 

The tendency is evident. The early development of the queen is designed to make 
the move e2-e4 possible. After the usual 4...bxc4 5.e4 White will capture on c4 with 
the bishop, and his knights will be arranged on c3 (d2) and f3. Ideally the second 
bishop is fianchettoed with b2-b3, creating a counterbalance to the active bishop on 
g7. As is known, the exchange of this piece reduces Black’s potential considerably and 
weakens the position of his king. 


Counterarguments for Black are: 

1) Anearly ...e7-e6. This plan is presented in Erdés-Bologan, Gibraltar 2011 (Game 181), 
where the Moldavian grandmaster seized the initiative quickly. After ...e6xd5; e4xd5 
the lonely pawn on dS is constantly in the focus of attention of both sides. Today the 
bishop is more often brought out not to g7 but to e7-f6. In general, as my practice had 
already convinced me, in these structures Black's position is more comfortable to play. 

2) Slow development with the attempt to attack the bishop on c+ by some piece 
(...Ad7-b6, ...&c8-a6). The pawn remains on e7 up toa certain point in time. 

3) You will see the early advance of the knight to a6 (frightening the queen with the 
threat to jump to b4) in my game against Vadim Malakhatko, (Game 180) though 
the outlines of this idea became standard very quickly. 

Remember that from the very beginning White cannot take any liberties in the move- 

order. Vasily Ivanchuk punished this by quickly crushing his first-board opponent Ivan 

Sokolov at the 2010 Olympiad (Game 183). 
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Game 180 

Malakhatko, Vadim 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Pavlograd 2000 (7) 

1.04 Of6 2.c4c5 3.d5 b5 4.Wc2 Dab 
I had seen this recommendation some- 
where. Basically it is not a mistake but 
when the bishop is (potentially) on c4, it 
is more logical for the knight to go 
...b8-d7-b6 (5) 


Chapter 7 — 4.2 


5.a3 bxc4 6.e4 Ac7 7.axc4 e6  Fullequality. 
8.2c3 exd5 9.exd5 dé 
Game 181 
182wee8 & ciel 
@ Bologan, Viktor ee 
a A aaa é 
ibraltar 2011 (9.3) 
a «@ 1.d4 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.Wc2 
a& bxc4 5.e4 e6 6.2xc4 exd5 7.exd5 
2 d6 8.2c3 Ze7 9.dge2 0-0 10.0-0 
AR WwW @bd7 11.493 AE 
AW A AB 
Ho S Ws xem wee 
It seems to me that the structure of d5 ver- | 4 a £ ms aa 
sus d6/c5 in the absence of the white 
e-pawn is usually in Black’s favour. He a & | 
manages to surround and harass pawn dS. & | 


10.Age2 2e7 
Probably the right idea. The bishop in- 
tends to leave for the al-h8 diagonal 
without weakening the kingside. 

11.0-0 0-0 12.b4 
A good idea as White's pieces are more 
active and so the opening of the position 
is favourable for him. 

12...Hb8 13.bxc5 dxc5 14.8.d1 &2d6 
Basically both players proceed logically 
and the assessment is fluctuating around 
equality. 

15.293 h6 16.2b2 He8 17.hab1 2d7 
17...We7. 

18.2d3 2e5 19.ce4 xb2 

20.Bxb2 Exb2 21.Wxb2 Acxd5 

22.axc5 294 Ya-V2 


Here the knight is definitely better than 
on c7. It pressurizes both the pawn and 
the bishop. 

12.b3 Ag4 
12...Axc4!? 13.bxc4 Hb8 with counter- 
play. 

13.2d3 g6 
A multi-purpose move. This pawn struc- 
ture is actually stronger than the one after 
--h7-h6. 

14.h3 De5 15.2e2 
If White pretends to fight for an advan- 
tage, he must avoid such exchanges. 
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15...f5! 
Taking away the central square e4 from 
the opponent's knights. 
16.4 Ded7 
It is unpromising to retreat to f7 as 
White’s pawn on f4 will paralyse the 
knight. Now he has an escape via f6. 
17.2€3 Qf6 18.Had1 a6 19.2f2 297 
20.Bd2 Wt6 21.d1 2h6F 


I do not know if you do, but I like this 
type of structure for Black. His plan is 
clear: exert pressure on the outpost d5. 
White’s plans are less evident. Actually he 
is confined to maintaining the status quo, 
no more. 
22.2e1 He8 23.hd3 &b7 24.He3 
Exe3 
More often such exchange sacrifices are 
made to eliminate the bishop. 24...Wf8 
was more reliable, retaining the initiative. 
25.Dxe3 Wd4 26.2f2 
26.Wel. 
26... Wxf4 27.2d3 Dxd5 28.204 Db6 


x & 
a 4 
sa & a8 
a 


a FY 
2. & 
& 
b= 
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We can say that Viktor has treated a good 
position unsuccessfully; 28...0e5. 
29.5f37! 
29, We2; 29.He2. 
29..Wd2! 30.Wxd2 &xd2 31.Bd1 
&b4 32.Axf5! gxf5 33.2xf5 
It seems that 33.&xd5+ is more precise, 
for instance 33...&xd5 34.Hxf5, keeping 
a dynamic balance. 
33..xc4 34.bxc4 Ac3 35.2xd6 2e4 
36.He5 2g6 37.Bc6 Dxa2 38.2xc5 
&c3 39.Bee6 a5 40.Ha6 Bc8 41.2b6 
Sf7 42He4 Qxc4 43.8g4+ of7 


44.Ha7+ Se6 45.2xa5 h5 
| x 
p= 
| & 
2 a 


After the removal of several pawns the 
role of the rooks and bishops increases. 
As a whole the game keeps fluctuating 
between + and F. 
46.096+ &f5 47.0d6 2e5 48.8c7!? 
Hoovering off the pieces. 
48..Oxc7 49.2xc7 2xd6 50.2xd6 
Ge4 51.4f2 Dct 52.493 De2+ 
53.8h4 2f7 54.94 2d4 55.495 
hxg4 Yo-o 


And now a fresh example: a summer 
tournament game played on sunny Crete. 


Game 182 


Parginos, Vasilis 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Heraklion 2011 (4) 
1.04 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c4 b5 4.Wc2 bxc4 
5.e4 e6 6.2xc4 exd5 7.exd5 d6 8.24 


RaeWese & 
a aaa 
| 

a& 
2 2 


AAW AAR 


BA & Aa 


I remember that this move surprised me. 
It’s not typical to put the bishop here in 
this system. Ideally it is fianchettoed on 
b2 to counterbalance its colleague on g7. 
8..2e7 9.0f3 Dbd7 10.dc3 0-0 
11.617! 
Also a bit exotic, though the desire to 
protect the pawn on dS is clear. A reason- 
able philosophical question arises: why 
should White play this system, if from the 
very beginning he has to solve problems 
like protecting a key pawn? He has no ex- 
tra material either! 
11..Ab6 12.b3 DhS 13.2e3 Axc4 
14.bxc4 294 
We can already see the drawbacks of the 
move 11.Hd1. The knight is pinned and 
Black will be at least ¥, if he desires, hav- 
ing broken the opponent's pawn structure. 
15.0-0 Wd7 
15...Qxf3 16.gxf3¥. 
16.2b1 
Better was 16.We2. 
16...2f5117.0e4 


Chapter 7 — 4. Wc2 


17.016? 
Ihave to admit that I relaxed here, clearly 
feeling the diffidence of my opponent 
(the Greek chess player was brooding, 
showing lack of preparation). The right 
move was 17...&g6! at once, making way 
for the frightful f-pawn: 18.2d2 @f6 
19.DfgS Axe4 20.Axe4 £5 21.Ac3 f4 
22.He4 f3-+, weakening the light 
squares around the opponent's king. With 
the bishop on g6 (without an opponent) 
this could have finished the game quickly. 
18.Afd2 Axes 
18...2g6 19.f3. 
19.Axe4 296 
It seems that this is the same, but... 
20.214 
The only move. 
20...WES 21.Wd2! 
All the struggle is still ahead. Now Black 
just gets a pawn instead of a lethal attack. 
21..Wxe4 22.Hbe1 Wxc4 23.Exe7 
Hfd8 24.0 fe1 h6 25.h4 a5F 26.94 hS 
More holes on the light squares. Black is 
creating ‘draughts’ where the white king 
cancatcha cold. 
27.gxh5 &xhd 
29.2h6 Wb1+ 
In the Cretan heat I was too lazy to calcu- 
late variations like 29...gxh6 30.Wxh6 
go 31.8 g4 Wb1+ 32.Hh2, unclear. 
30.492 


28.01e4 Wb5 


30.8h2 Bg6. 
30...296 31.094 
x z | 
Rad 
a Be 
A b& 
EA 
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31.Hel WESF. 

31.85 
Including the rook exchange would have 
been considerably stronger: 31...He8! 
32.Bxe8+ Hxe8 33.h5 Hes! 34.93 
(34.Wg5 Exg4+ 35.Wxg4 We4+ 
36.Wxet Qxed+ 37.£3 Qxf3+ 38.hxf3 
gxh6—+) 34...Bh4—+. 

32.0f4? 
32.Weg5F. 

32..Wh5 33.295 He8 34.Hd7 He2 

35.Wc3 Hae8! 36.2xd6 Hel 37.Wxc5? 
Zeitnot. 

37...We2 38.2xg6 


38.Wc4 Qd3. 
38..Whi+ 39.493 Wg1+ 40.¢f3 
Wh1+ 41.494 fxg6 0-1 
Game 183 
Sokolov,Ivan 


@ Ivanchuk, Vasily 
Khanty-Mansiysk ol 2010 (5.5) 

1.44 Sf6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.Wc2 

bxc4 5.e4 d6 6.2xc4 g6 7.b3? 
A strange mistake as soon as the 7th (!) 
move playing White on first (!) board at 
the Olympiad. I strongly doubt that 
White willingly gave up a central pawn as 
his initiative will prove illusory. 


7..Ke4! 
RaoWee 
(i 4a 4 


4 4 
as 
2a 
A 
Aw AAB 
HaS & Wa 


I wonder what the team of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina thought when they saw this? 
8.2b2 
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8.Wxet 2g7F. 
8...Wa5+ 

In the following game Black acted a bit 
more modestly with 8...Af6 9.03 &g7 
10.0-0 (he has managed to tuck away the 
king at least, as opposed to Sokolov) 
10...0-0 11.@c3 Dbd7 12.Bfel Abo 
13.0d2 


13...Axc4 (I don’t see any contra-indica- 
tions for the line 13...Qb7 14.Wd3 
@DfxdS 15.Oxd5 Qxb2 16.Dxe7+ 
Sg7F) 14.Qxc4 e5¥ Getz-Cabrera, 
Sitges open 2011. 

9.Sf1 DFE 10.0¢3 
10.2xf6 exfoF. 

10...297 11.He1 
He has to feign activity. 

11...d8 
Vasily is saving pawns. 11...0-0 would 
have given excellent play too, for example 
12.Bxe7 Abd7¥. 

12.We2 Dbd7 13.h4 De5 14.2b5+ 

2d7 15.4? DhS!—+ 


16.2xd7+ Wxd7 17.We3 WIS 
17...Dg4 
18.4h3 Wd3+ 19.491 Wxe3+ 


20.Bxe3 4g4 21.Hf3 2d4+ 22.of1 
De3t+ 23.he2 Axg2 24.Ag5 hé 
25.Age4 Dgxf4a+ 0-1 


Game 184 


Sedlak,Nikola 
@ Stanojoski,Zvonko 
Heraklio Ech-tt 2007 (7.4) 
1.d4 £6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.Wc2 
bxc4 5.e4 d6 6.2xc4 g6 7.Af3 2g7 
8.0-00-0 9.Abd2 Afd7 
It’s not the first time we see this manoeu- 
vre. The second knight can take the route 
®b8-a6-b4 (c7). 
10.Bb1 Ab6 11.b3 a6 12.a3 Ac7 
13.2b2 


x 
4 


be 


& 
@a 
4 


Nikola is playing quite logically, and his 
position is preferable. 
13.46 


Chapter 7 — 4. Wc2 


13...@xb2 14.Hxb2 fS with counterplay. 
14.b4 cxb4 15.axb4 2d7 16.Bfc1 
&xc4 17.axc4 Ob5 18.Wd2 a6 
19.We3 e5 20.dxe6 Axe6 21.0a5 
Complete centralization with 21.ad4 
@xd4 22.Wxd4 was stronger. 
21...\Wd7 22.Bd1 294 
22...Hac8 
23.h3 Qxf3 24.Wxf3 We6 25.2e1 
25.Bbcl 
25...Hac8 
The knight on a5 is out of play. 
26.He2 Hc7 27.Hbe1 Hfc8 28.We3 
£5 29.2xg7 &xg7 30.Wb6 f4 
30...Ac3 
31.e5 
31.Wrxa6. 
31.21 32.Wb7+ 
32.Gh2. 
32...h6 33.Wf3? 


x 
a 
4 aw 22 
aL Y ii) 
a a 
wea 
HAA 
zEe®s 
33..95? 


It must have been mutual time trouble, 
otherwise why didn’t either of the oppo- 
nents see the simple 33...c3—+ ? 
34.Wb3? 
34.Qb3 Bxel+ 35.Hxel Hc3 36.Wd1 
Wxb3 37.Wg4! with counterplay. 
34...d5 35.Wb2 2c3—+ 
At last Black notices the winning re- 
source. 
36.0b3 @xe2+ 37.Wxe2 Hxel+ 
38.Wxe1 He8 39.We2 2g7 40.0c5 
Wxe5 41.Wg4 h6 42.Wd7+ He7 
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43.Wd8 Of7 44.Wb6 f3 45.gxf3 WIE 
46.2e6+ Gh7 47.64 gxf4 48.Wxa6 


Wg6+ 49.41 f3 0-1 
Game 185 
Perelshteyn,Eugene 
@ Ehlvest,Jaan 


Philadelphia 2010 (4) 
1.44 Af6 204 c5 3.d5 b5 4.Wc2 
bxc4 5.e4 d6 6.2xc4 g6 7.Af3 297 
8.0-00-0 9.h3 2a6 
Like in other variations, | think it is more 
logical to attack c4 with the knight. 
10.Aa3 
This knight goes to the blockade square 
c4. 
10...Afd7 11.Bb1 Ab6 12.b3 2b7 


What is this? An admission of being 
wrong? 

13.295 
Another mystery. Why not 13.2b2, ex- 
changing the opponent’s most active 
piece? 

13...0a6 14.We2 Ob4 15.Bbd1 Wd7 

16.Ab1 
A series of strange manoeuvres follows. 
Nicer was 16.2b5 We7 17.Ac4 a6 
18.2a4 (18.Axb6 axbS 19.Axa8 Hxa8 is 
interesting, but the computer assesses it 
as a dynamic balance because of the prob- 
lems with pawn a2) 18...Axa4 19.bxa4t 
and the knight on b¢ feels uncomfort- 
able. 
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16..Axc4 17.bxc4 e6 18.a3 Dab 
19.We2 Ac7 20.4c3 £5! 
x Re 
22aw Ba 
aaa 
#AMWAD 
ABBA 
A AW BABA 
wW AA 
EES 


Having conquered the light-squared 
bishop, without a natural opponent, Jaan 
now puts pressure on the diagonal 
h1-a8. 

21.Bfe1 e5? 
This looks like a strategic mistake. Now 
the pawn remains on d5. 

22.2d2 Qa6 23.Wd3 h6 24.2b1 

De8 25.Dh4 Wi7 26.exf5 gxf5 27.93 
27.We2. 

27..Wh5 28.0b5 &cB 29.4 2d7 

30.Wf3 WE7 31.eh2 Gh7 32.Ac3 


32.fxeS dxeS 33.We3t. 
32...2¢8 33.2ad1 


Chapter 7 — 4. Wc2 


Extremely sluggish. All this time a clarifi- 
cation in the centre would have been un- 
pleasant for Black: 33.fxe5 QxeS (or 
33...dxe5 34.d6+—; who can protect the 
rook on a8?) 34.2f4+. 
33...D16 34.Df2 Dh5 35.092? 
An incomprehensible game with a great 
number of unnatural manoeuvres. 
35...2.a6 
35...e4!F. 
36.Wd3 g8 37.Wc2 Hae8 38.Wa4 
Qc8 39.Wb3 He7 40.W¥b8 Wag6 
41.0h1 Hfe8 42.Wb3 exf4 43.2xf4 
bh7 44.0xe7 Hxe7 45.He1 Hxet v2-/2 


Conclusion 


| The idea 4.Wc2 is definitely worth attention. However, I doubt that such 
quiet moves can refute the Benko Gambit. Obviously Black should put pres- 


sure on the d5-pawn by ...e7-e6. 
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Chapter 8 


4.Ad2 


I will point out at once that here the ideas and plans are identical to the ones considered 
above (4.Wc2). Do not be surprised if many variations are interwoven. The main 
distinction is in the white queen's play, as it does not have to be developed at c2 and is 


appreciably active at times. 


After 4.0d2 Black sometimes pins this knight by 4...WaS with the idea to prevent 
e2-e4. However, this reminds of extinguishing fire with petrol. 


Game 186 

Sasikiran,Krishnan 

@ Zhou Weigi 

Mashhad 2011 (6.2) 

1.04 @f6 2.04 c5 3.d5 b5 4.ad2 

Wa5 5.f3 bxc4 6.e4 e6 7.8f2!?7 
An original manoeuvre. The king breaks 
the pin on the d2-knight personally. By 
the way, isn’t this a novelty? I haven't 
found this position anywhere in the data- 
base. 

7...exd5 8.exd5 d6 
8...AaxdS? would drop a piece to 
9.Axc4+—. 

9.Axc4 Wd8 10.de2 Be7 11.2c3 

0-0 12.2d3 a6 13.he1 Db4 14.2 f1 

&b7 15.He3 
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White has managed to hold pawn d5. 
a2-a3 will be next. 

15.04? 
Trying to muddy the waters as he didn’t 
want to withdraw the knight from b4. 
15...6 16.a3 Ha6 17.egi+t. 


16.2xc4 2d7 17.a3 Da6 
It is not clear what Black has achieved by 
the pawn sacrifice (...c5-c4). 
18.4g1+ Db6 19.2a2 Bh4 20.93 
Bf6 21.He4 Dc5 22.Axf6+ Wxfé 
23.494 WE5 24.214 Hfes 
24... Axd5 25. Qxd6. 
25.\e3 WHE 26.Wd2 h5 27.4c4 
@xc4 28.2xc4 Dd7 29.2b5 Bed 
30.¢g2 Hec8 31.Haci h4 32.b4 h3+ 
33.f2 Agé6 34.295 


White's advantage has increased. The two 
bishops and extra pawn spell success. 
34..Wf5 35.94 Wxd5 36.Wxd5 
Qxd5 37.Hcd1 &b7 38.Exd6 Bc3 
39.d3 Hc2+ 40.8d2 Hac8 41.2e8+ 
Ruling with an iron hand Krishnan wins 
the game. 
41..8h7 42.Bxc8 Exc8 43.2e2 £6 
44.2e3 Hc3 45.a4 De5 46.2d4 Bb3 
47.2.xe5 fxe5 48.b5 e4 49.2d7 exf3 


50.2d3+ &h6 51.2d6+ g6 
52.exg6+ @h7 53.Bb6+ Hxd3 
54.2xb7+ &g6 55.2xa7 1-0 


The next game is on the theme ‘how 
NOT to play with black’. 


Game 187 
Svetushkin,Dmitry 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Abu Dhabi 2003 (6) 
1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.ad2 
Wa55.e4 


eee 


Chapter 8 — 4.2042 


A continuation that does not occur very 
often. 

5..bxc4 6.2xc4 d6 
6...Axe4 is more consistent, but not 
everyone will dare to play this move. 
The consequences can be unpredictable, 
for example: 7.b4 (7.23!) 7...Wxb4 
8.Bb1 Wc3 9.He2 Axf2 10.xf2 
Wfe+ 11.2f3 eS 12.Ag3 do 13.2g5 
Wee 14.Wat+ Qd7 15.\Wxa7 Wo2+ 
16.@e2 and 1-0, Malinin-Lauk, Tallinn 
2006. 

7.f3 Dbd7 8.0-0 g6 9.b3 2g7 

10.2b2 0-0 11.We2 Ag4 12.2xg7 

xg7 


It is not clear what the queen is doing on 
a5. The exchange of bishops on the diag- 
onal al -h8 can be considered an asset for 
White too. 
13.He1 Aged 14.2e2 
Dmitry wishes to keep as many pieces as 
possible on the board, thereby creating 
problems for the employment of my 
knights. 
14.95 
Was there a worthy alternative? Extremely 
passive is 14...f6 15.f4 @f7 with slow 
suffocation. 
15.93 2a6 16.2xa6 Wxa6 17.f4 gxf4 
18.9xf4 Dg6 19.Ac4 Hg8 20.Ag2 
Sf8 21.8h1 Wb7 22.4ge3 
A sorry sight. In the absence of counter- 
play Black is doomed. 
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22...Ab6 23.45 DeS 
23...Axc4 24.0xc4 DeS 25.0xe5 dxe5 
26.WxcSt (26.f6). 


24.2xe5 dxe5 25.091 Uxgit+ 
26.2xg1 eS 27.Wxc5 Hc8 
28.Wb5+ SdB 29.c4 Wd7 
30.2g8+ &c7 31.Wc5+ 1-0 


The standard 4...bxc4 5.e4 looks more 
natural. Now it is necessary to choose a 
plan of further development. Black has an 
extra argument in that he can change the 
pawn structure by 5...c3. 


Game 188 

Svetushkin,Dmitry 
@ Baklan, Vladimir 

Eforie Nord 2009 (3) 
1.04 Of6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.4d2 
bxc4 5.e4 c3 6.bxc3 g6 7.c4 dé 
8.4gf3 297 9.8b1 0-0 10.2d3 Abd7 
11.0-0 Ab6 12.Ab3 


It looks as if White has an advantage, but 
Black now starts his counterplay. 
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12...e6 
12...2g4. 

13.h3 exd5 14.exd5 2a6 15.0a5 
15.We2 Dfxd5 16.cxd5 c4¥F. 

15...bxd5 
The reserved 15...Wc7 was stronger: 
16.Wd2 Hae8 17.Hel Bxel+ 18.Axel 
He8F and there is some disharmony in 
White's set-up. 

16.4c6 Dc3 17.Wel Wd7 18.de7+ 

Sh8 19.Dxg6+ fxg6 20.Wxc3 
After the tactical skirmish, a dynamic bal- 
ance is reached. 

20...2.b7 21.0e17! 
Deviating is an unhealthy idea, as White's 
development hasn't even been finished 
yet. Better was 21.g5. 

21..Hae8 22.Wb3 2c6 23.2e3 DhS 

24.202 Of4 25.294 WE7 


While all black pieces are grouped on the 
kingside, the opponent’s forces are scat- 
tered over the whole board. 
26.2xf4 Wxf4 27.2f3 Qd7 28.2d5 
2f5 29.0d1 He2 30.a4 2e5 
With his highly powerful bishops Black 
ignores the blockade on the light squares 


(c4, 45). 
31.93 Wh6 32.0d3 2d4 33.04 c2 
34.WE3 Qxd1 0-41 


Quiet development and a minority attack 
(...a7-a5-a4) with the idea to destroy the 
opponent's pawn group (a2/b3) does not 
look bad. 


Game 189 

Laznicka,Victor 

@ Vachier-Lagrave,Maxime 

Germany Bundesliga 2007/08 (9.3) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.ad2 

bxc4 5.e4 d6 6.2xc4 g6 7.b3 297 

8.2b2 0-0 9.gf3 a5 10.0-0 a4 
This push is always in the air in struc- 
tures like this. The idea is to induce a 
weakness in the opponent's camp, dis- 
posing of his own isolated pawn at the 
same time. 

11.bxa4 
An introduction to a series of mutual 
blows. Now the c4-bishop must do with- 
out pawn protection. 

11...dxe4! 


xaOoW Ke 
£aGa 
4 4 
as 
AM 20a 


| wD 
AB BW WAR 
H BWere 


12.8xg7 Dxd2 13.2xf8 
13.Wxd2 &xg7 and White's pawn struc- 
ture is compromised. 
13...Axc4 14.2h6 Ab6 
The smoke has dissipated. The Czech 
grandmaster emerges an exchange up, 
but Black has certain compensation. 
15.He1 28d7 
The pawns on dS and a4 can’t be 
defended. 
16.We2 @xd5 17.295 A7f6 
17...Hxa4 18.Qxe7 @xe7 19.Wxe7 
Wxe7 20.Hxe7 &f8 with compensation. 
18.2xf6 Dxf6 19.Wxe7 Wxe7 
20.Bxe7 Sf8 21.Hae1 2e6 22.2b7 
Exa4 
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& 
bq 4 4 
PE PY 

4 


GY) 
A BA) 
| i: 


An interesting ending Not only Black is 

taking risks here! The last white pawn on 

the queenside will also fall. 
23.095 &xa2 24.2al Hd4 25.3 

25.Bxa2 Hdl# 
25_2d5 26Hb8+ &g7 27Ha7 Bdi+ 
28df2 Hd2+ 29.4e1 Exg2 30.Axf7 
S07 31.Bbb7 95 32.2xf7+ &g6 33.4 
Hg3 34hxg5 Exg5 35.¢f2 hS 36f4 
Hg4 37.$e3 Hg3+ 38be2 Hg4 39.he3 
d5 40.Bae7 h4 41.897+ &h6 42Lxo4 
Axgs+ 43.443 O16 44.Hel c4 45.91 
3 464e3 De4 47.4d3 h3 48%c2 
ShS 49.5 d4 50.6 Axf6 51.603 d5 
52.hxd4 Df4 53.0h1 S94 V2 

White managed to hold, but with great 

difficulty. 


The immediate central break ...e7-e6 
seems the most promising to me person- 
ally. It emphasizes the drawback of the 
knight's placement on d2. Usually it is de- 
veloped to its ‘principal workplace’ c3, 
keeping point d5 under control. 

Now Black obtains good counterplay and 
this doesn’t depend on the structure White 
selects: d5xe6 or, vice versa, ...e6xd5. 


Game 190 
Rakhmanov,Alexander 
@ Bareev,Evgeny 
St Petersburg 2009 (1.1) 
1.44 Df6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.0d2 
bxc4 5.e4 e6 6.dxe6 dxe6 7.2xc4 
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&b7 8.We2 
10.2467! 


Dcé6 9.0Agf3 Be7 


Does this exchange of bishops yield any 
dividends? In any case it is obvious that 
time is being wasted. 
10..2xa6 11.Wxa6 We7 12.b3 0-0 
13.0-0 Bfd8 14.2b2 g4 15.93 2f6 
With the idea not to be left with a bad 
bishop staring at its own pawn on cS. 
16.2xf6 Dxf6 
Now square d4, where the black pieces 
dream of going, becomes more accessi- 
ble. 
17.Bfci 0d4 18.Wc4 
Overlooking a simple tactical blow. Better 
was 18.e5=. 
18...dxe4! 


19.Axe4 Dxf3+ 20.492 Wb7 
20...Ad4!? is also good. Now any cap- 
ture on cS is dangerous: 21.@xc5? 
We6+ 22.1 DF3+—+; or 21.WxcS 
Wo7  22.f3 (22.WeS £5 23.Ec4 
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Wxe4+—+) 22.5 
24.Uxd4 exf3+F. 
21.xf3 Hd4 22.We2 f5 23.492 
Exe4 24.Wf3 Hd8? 
This looks like a miscalculation. It is more 
logical to just protect the pawn with 
24...Wds. 
25.Bxc5 h6 26.He5 Hd3 


23.Hc4  fxet 


Another brief skirmish starts. 
27.Wxd3 He3+ 
27...ExeS+ 28.Wf3. 
28.Wd5 
The only move. 
28...exd5 29.fxe3 
After 18...2xe4! Evgeny would have had 
the right to count on something more 
than the position on the board: 29.Hxe3 
d4+ 30.8f3 g5—-+. 
29...Wc6 30.5xf57! 
30.8f1 d4+ 31.6g1 Wc3 32.BfxfS and 
most likely it is a draw. 
30..d4+ 31.8f3 d3 3294 We2+ 
33.491 We2 34.2f2 Wxg4+ 35.092 
We4 36.He1 hS 37h3 h4 38.52 
Wog6+ 39.Hg2 We6 40.2h2 WeS+ 
41.291 WES 42.¢h2 We5+ 43.491 
We4 44.5f2 We6 45.5h2 WS 46.0d1 
Wg5+ 47.g2 Wxe3+ 48.¢h2 Wh4+ 
49.491 W3 50.Bdd2 Wxh3—+ 
As a result of unsuccessful manoeuvres 
White has lost 3 (three!) pawns, having 
eliminated only one enemy pawn in re- 
sponse. 


| & 
a 4 
a 
AMa w 
\& pad b=4 
| & 


51.6f2 Wh5+ 52.4e3 h3 53.Egf2 
We5S+ 54.43 Wg5 55.2h2 Wg1? 
55...Wh4. 
56.Bxh3 95 
56...Wd4. 
57.Bxd3! 94+ 58.4f4 gxh3 59.2g3+ 
Wxg3+ 60.4xg3 Sf7 61.4xh3 Se6 
62.494 Se5 63.013 Sd4 64.he2 
Sc3 65.¢d1 Sb2 66.¢d2 a5 
67.4d3 &xa2 68.4c2 &a3 69.4c3 


a2 70.b4 axb4+ 71.4xb4 VrV2 
A titanic struggle! 
Game 191 
Spassov,Liuben 
@ Kasparov,Sergey ane 


Montcada 2004 (5) 
1.d4 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.2d2 bxc4 
5.e4 e6 6.dxe6 dxe6 7.e5 Ad5 8.Axc4 
It looks as if White has achieved a fine 
structure. The knight blockader on c4 to- 
gether with pawn eS looks impressive. 
8..2e7 9.Of3 Dc6 10.2e2 0-0 
11.0-0 We7 12.Wd3 &b7 
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However, Black’s pieces are arranged har- 
moniously enough. 
13.We4 g6 14.8h6 Hfd8 15.fact 
@b6 
An unexpected deviation, with the idea to 
exchange the opponent’s unpleasant 
knight. Simultaneously the white queen 
starts to feel some discomfort. 
15...adb4. 
16.We3 
16.Ad6!? Qxd6 17.exd6 Wxd6 18.Hfd1 
@d4 (18...We7 19.We3 with compensa- 


tion). 

16..0d4 
White can't tolerate this centralized 
knight. 

17.0xd4 Hxd4 


But the rook is quite active too on d4, and 
it is a problem to drive it away because 
the bishop is engaged in some unclear 
business on h6. 
18.axb6 Wxb6 
18...axb6?? 19. Wxd4. 
19.2f3 Had8 20.2xb7 Wxb7 21.b3 
Wd5 


Total centralization. 
22.Bfe1 a5 23.Wc3 a4 
This original minority-attack creates 
weaknesses on White's queenside. 
24.2e3 Hd3 25.Wa5 axb3 26.axb3 
Exb3 27.2xc5? 
A mistake in time trouble, but I can’t see a 
good alternative. Otherwise Black has an 
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extra pawn plus a positional advantage 
(the weakness on eS). 
27...2.95 28.f4 
28.Bc2 Qd2 29.Bxd2 Wxd2 30.Wxd2 
Exd2-+. 
28...2xf4 29.2b6 Hb5 30.Wa7 xc 
31.2xd8 Hb2 0-1 


Game 192 

Ouakhir,Mehdi 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

France tt 2005 (8) 

1.04 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.ad2 

bxc4 5.e4 e6 6.2xc4 
It is more common to see the bishop on 
c4 than another piece. 

6...exd5 7.exd5 d6 8.Agf3 2e7 9.0-0 

0-0 10.2e1 Abd7 11.b3 Db6 12.f1 

ag4 


This looks a little extravagant, but the 
knight has time to move to e5. 
13.2b2 
13.h3 Qf6 14.Bb1 @eS (14...Qf5 
15,Q8d3 &xd3 16.Wxd3 DeS 17.Axe5 
&xeS 18.He3t) 15.De3 Abxc4 16.bxc4 
@xf3+ 17.Wxf3 Was with good play. 
13...Hb8 14.Wd2 2f6 15.Qxf6 Oxfé 
16.4e3 He8 17.He2 


As usual in such pawn structures White 
has the concern of keeping the black 
pieces away from dS. 

17.247 
17...Dxc4!?. 

18.Hae1 h6 19.Wd3 He4 20.2d17! 
20.2a6=. 

20...oxe2 21.Hxe2 294 
Now Black exchanges the bishop 
favourably, after which he will feel freer 
in his camp (more space). 


22.Ac3 
x WwW 8) 
a aa 
a 2 aw 
as 
2 2 
AWOWHA 
A RAAB 
5 
22...0fd7 


22...Axc4 is stronger, for instance 
23.bxc4 Hb4 24.He3 Qxf3 25.Exf3 Dgt 
26.8f4 Wes 27.23 WhSF. 
23.h3?! 
An exchange sacrifice was his best chance: 
23.Qb5 DeS 24.BxeS dxeS 25.2xe5 
We5 26.We3 with compensation. 
23..Axf3 24.Wxf3 De5 25.We4 
@bxc4 26.bxc4 Hb4 
The c3-knight does not by any means 
contribute to the protection of the 
c4-weakness. 
27f4 Exc4 28.We3 Dg6 29.We8+ 
Wxe8 30.Bxe8+ Bh7 31.He4 Axt4 
32.0xd6 He2 33.Axf7 Dxd5 34.04 c4 
35.94 3 36.h4 96 37.2d6 Hd2 0-1 


| Conclusion 


counterplay with the standard break ...e7-e6. Having been left on their own, 
| the white pawns on d5 and/or e5 will become weak. 


I’m sorry, but I have to repeat myself: also here, Black can obtain good | 


eer ee Soe ey 
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4.23 


This practically amounts to the same as the previous chapters. It makes sense to note the 
expediency of 4...&b7 combined with ...e7-e6. 


Game 193 


Kamsky,Gata 

@ Avrukh,Boris 

Khanty-Mansiysk 2007 (2.2) 

1.04 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.c4 2b7 

5.a4 
Forcing the black pawn to declare its in- 
tentions. 

5...bxe4 
Doubtful is 5...a6 6.axb5 axb5 7.Hxa8 
Bxa8 8.2c3 b4 9.DbS Was 10.e4 dé 
11.843 g6 12.b3 &g7, Pajeken- 
Kasparov, Pardubice 2000. At this mo- 
ment I timely offered a draw. It being a 
summer open tournament, the German 
chess player replied in the affirmative. 
Meanwhile, the passivity of the bishop on 
a8 and the absence of counterplay make 
Black's situation unenviable. 

6.2c3 
Now the knight is not afraid of the re- 
stricting ...b5-b4. 

6..d6 


ee 


6...e6!? 
7.24 2a6 


“Simply and with taste’. With the white 
pawn on a4 there is no unpleasant 
Wd1-a4 check. 

8.e5 dxe5 
8...Dg4 9.6. 

9.Axe5 g6 10.2xc4 Qxc4 11.Axc4 

297 12.0-0 0-0 13.2f4 a6 
Everything is still clear. Both sides are de- 
veloping, and both have weaknesses (b2, 
d5; c5). Taking profit from the early 
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Boris Avrukh 


a2-a4 push the black knight intends to 
comfortably settle down on b4. 
14.83 
The break 14.d6 was worthy of attention: 
14...e6 15.WF3 Abd. 
14..2b4 15.Had1 
dal? 
A good idea, quite in the spirit of the Benko 
Gambit: a pawn sacrifice for initiative. 


@c2 16.2e5 


17.Qxd4 cxd4 18.Hxd4 Ad7 
19.Bdd1 Hc8 20.b3 Ab6 
xgW Ee 
a Raha 
a 4 
A 
ABA | 
may Sve | 
AAR 
im Mrmr 


White’s knights and pawns are more or 
less hanging under the pressure of the 
opponent. 
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21.0ab5 
21.Wd3 @xc4 22.bxc4 WaS with com- 
pensation. 
21...Dxc4 22.bxc4 Exc4 23.Wb3 Bh4! 
24.0xa7 Wd6 25.93 Hb4 26.Wc2 


Ha8 27.Ab5 Wd728.d6exd6 = 2-2 
Game 194 
Moberg,Karl Johan 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 


Gothenburg 2006 (6) 
1.04 Df6 2.c4 5 3.d5 b5 4.0f3 2b7 
5.Abd2 bxc4 6.e4 e6 7.dxe6 dxe6 
B.axc4 
Unlike in the game against Spassov, now 
there is a bishop on c4. 
8...2€79.e5 Dtd7 
From here the knight is attacking eS. 
9...d5 was not bad either. 
10.b3 Ac6 11.2b2 Db6 
A standard simplifying manoeuvre. 
12.We2 xc4 13.dxc4 0-0 14.0-0 
We7 15.fd1 fds 


This at first sight harmlessly equal position 
hides a few nuances. As we will see, Black's 
bishop pair gives him the initiative. 
16.0xd8+ Hxd8 17.d1 h6 
18.Exd8+ Wxd8 19.Wd2 
The Swedish master is gradually worsen- 
ing his position by straightforwardly 
aiming for exchanges. 
19..0b4 20.Wxd8+ Qxd8 21.2a3 
Dxa2 22.2xc5 Q2xf3 23.gxf3 a6 


After the worsening of White’s pawn 
structure (g2xf3) Black has found a pos- 
sibility to torment the opponent for a 
long time. However, objectively the result 
should be a draw. 
24.of1 
24.263. 
24.6 
24...Acl 25.b4. 
25.exf6 gxf6 26.2e3 h5 27.2d2 
Re7 28.e2 Db4 29.2xb4 Qxb4 
30.4 Sf7 31.4f3 Qc5 32.4e3 Qa7 
33.2 &c5 34.He3 


An interesting ending has arisen. I remem- 
ber that I was hoping for time trouble. 
34..f5 35.0c2 Sf6 36.4e3 2d6 
37.4c2 e5 38.fxe5+ Sxe5 39.h3 
2c540.e2 Se4 
White has some problems finding a 
move. 
4143+? Sf4 42.He1 S93 43.0d3 
Ad6 44.2f2 h4 


Chapter 9 — 4. O13 


White is paralysed, there is no place to 
go. 
45.2d1 &c5 46.b4 2xb4 47.He3 f4 
48.2f5+ Sxh3 49.2d3 a5 50.ce4 


Ad2 51.4d3 Qe1 52.%e2 dg2 
53.exe1 h3 0-1 
Game 195 
Mchedlishvili,Mikheil 


@ Kasparov,Sergey 
‘Abu Dhabi 2003 (8) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.0f3 dé 

5.Wc2 bxc4 6.e4 g6 7.2xc4 2g7 

8.0-0 0-0 9.h3 Wb6 
Now I am not sure of this move. The 
queen occupies the square that was re- 
served for the black knight. 

10.295 ®fd7 11.4c3 He8 12.Hab1 

Ra6 13.b3 


24 1Be 
a akAG@a 
2wW & a 
as & 
2a 

AB ABA 
Any BA 
& ae 


There is obviously some disharmony in 
Black’s camp. The knight on b8 has no 
move. Its colleague on d7 is cramped in 
its movements too. 
13..0e5 14.0xe5 Qxe5 15.2d2 
&d7 16.Wd3 &xc4 17.bxc4 Wd8 
18.5b3  Hb8 19.Hfb1 Hxb3 
20.axb3 
20.8xb3 with initiative, keeping pressure 
on the b-file. 
20..Wb6 2164 297 22.2a4 We7 
23.2¢3 Hb8 24.2xg7 Sxg7 25.He1 
Was 
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PART Ill 
Rare Lines for White 


To conclude the variations with 2.c4, let’s acquaint ourselves with a few side continua- 
tions for White that nevertheless have the right to exist. 


1.04 26 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 


kaoWee & 


Chapter 10 - 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 96 6.c3 &xa6 7.Af3 and Ad2xf1 
Chapter 11 - 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 &xa6 7.d6 

Chapter 12 - 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 96 6.c3 Qxa6 7.f4 

Chapter 13 - 4.a4 

Chapter 14 - 4.3 

Chapter 15 - Doubtful Moves: 4.b3, 4.e3, 4.e4 
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Chapter 10 


The Manoeuvre @f3-d2xf1 


| Mla 
A AAR 
ff Bweams 


In my childhood, I saw a variation in one of the chess encyclopaedias which gives 
White an opportunity to develop while avoiding the loss of castling rights. I applied it 
in the Belorussian youth championship, but my opponent's appropriate reaction re- 
sulted in difficulties for me. The game was lost, but the idea dwelled in my memory. 
And in the Austrian team championship of 2009 (I play for the club ‘ATUS’ in Weiz) I 
managed to play it on the Black side. 

White intends to advance e2-e4 and on the expected ...@a6xfl to respond with 
@d2xf1. Then the knight goes to e3 and 0-0 follows. Basically, in itself this is harmless 
for Black, of which you can convince yourself by looking at an elite duel with Garry 
Kasparov playing Black. But Black also has the possibility to nip the opponent's plan in 
the bud, as happened in my game and in an example from the European women’s 
championship. 


Game 196 with the knight instead of the king: 
Bareev,Evgeny 15.Axe2 Axes. 
@ Kasparov,Garry 14...e5 15.b3 
Linares 1994 (1) Covering point c4, however White has no 


1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 resources for the protection of square d3, 
5.bxa6 g6 6.Af3 Q2xa6 7.4c3 d6 where the knight of the opponent is 
8.2Ad2 297 9.e4 &xfl 10.Axf1 Wa5 headed. 


11.2d2 0-0 12.He3 Abd7 15.f4 @c4 16.Axc4 Wxc4 with compen- 
12...Wa6 13.We2t. sation, 
13.0-0 Wa6 14.Wc2 15...fd7 16.f4 


After castling 14.We2 is not good in view —_16.a4 is unclear. 
of 14...Wxe2 and White has to capture 16...d3 17.a3 


210 


17.Dc4 Bd4+ 18.Re3 Db4 19.Wd2 Bxc3 
20.Wxc3 D6 21 Wb2 Axes is unclear. 
17...2.04 18.6h1 Hfc8 19.Bab1 


19...@xe3 was interesting: 20.Qxe3 c4 
with a position that is difficult to assess, 
but it seems Black's chances are not worse. 
20.b471 
More principled was 20.@xc4!? f2+ 
21.Hxf2 &xf2 with a more or less dy- 
namical balance, but White’s position 
looks more pleasant; or 20.bxc4 Qxe3 
21.Wxd3 (21.2xe3 Wxe4 22.Bfd1 Hxa3 
23.Wxd3 Wxd324.Bxd3 Ecxc3 
25.Bxc3 Hxc3#) 21..Qxd2 22.Wxd2 
Wxc4 23.Bfcl AcS! 24.Bb4 W3!F. 
20...0f6 
20...Wxa3?-21.0b5+-; 
21.2xc3 Wxa3 with initiative. 
21.Ded1 Heb8 22.He3 Hc8 
22... Wxa3 23.Axc4. 
23.b5 
23.Ded1 Wo 24.24 Axb4. 
23...Wb6! 


20...2xc3 


Chapter 10 — The Manoeuvre @f3-d2xf1 


Garry Kasparov 


Black's pieces are placed as actively as 
possible and the opponent's extra pawn is 
of no great relevance. 
24.0xc4 Of2+ 25.Bxf2 Hxc4 26.0f3 
Hxa3 27.Wb2 @xe4 
27...Wc5! 28.b6 Bxc3 29.2xc3 Haxc3 
30.Bxc3 Exc3 31.b7 @d7 32.b8W+ 
@xb8 33.Wxb8+ &g7F. The difference 
in activity of the major pieces is obvious, 
and White's centre will fall under attack. 
28.Wxa3 Oxd2 29.Wa2 2e3! 
29...Axc3 30.Bxc3 Bxc3 31.Wxd2 HcS 
32.We3 Wb7 33.b6 HxdS 34.h3 unclear. 
30.0¢1 
30.Ad1 Wa7!. A beautiful trick! White has 
no time to capture the bishop: 31.Wxa7 
(31.Wb2 @xf3-+) 31...Axa7 32.b6 
Qxb6 33.Exb6 Axf3 34.gxf3 Hel —+. 
30...Wd4 
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A picturesque position. White is the ex- 
change up and he has a dangerous passed 
pawn on bS, but he is defenceless. Almost 
all his pieces are under attack. 

31.b6 Exc3 0-1 


Game 197 

Osmanbegovic,Suad 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Austria tt 2009 

1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.0f3 dé 

8.2ad2 Wa5! 
It turns out that White doesn’t achieve his 
aim while he has already spent time on 
thr manoeuvre Mf3-d2. 
White would have liked to see 8...2g7 
9.e4 Qxfl 10.Axfl. 

9.e4 &xfl 10.exf1 
10.Axfl @xe4 and the knight on c3 is 
pinned. 

10.297 11.93 Dbd7 12.492 0-0 

13.0¢4 Wa6 
On this square the queen feels quite com- 
fortable. 

14.We2 Hfb8 15.2b1 


15... Ab6 
The knight transfer to eS is even stronger: 
15...Qg4! 16.8d2 (16.Wxg4 Wxe4 
(16...&xc3) 17.Yxd7 &xc3F) 
16..Age5 17.b3 Axc4 18.bxc4 Hb4 
with an edge for Black. 
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16.axb6 Wxe2 

18.43 2d7 19.2d2 
Now White fails to keep his extra pawn. 
He should try to keep the balance with 
19.295 Sf8 20.Hhcl. 

19...2xc3 20.2xc3 
Or 20.bxc3 Hxa2, with some initiative 
for Black in an otherwise equal posi- 
tion. 

20...Hxa2 21.Bhe1 Ha4 22.f3 
22.Hel f6 23.f4 Ha2F. 

22..f6 23.2a1 Hba6 24.xa4 Hxa4 

25.$f2 Sf7 26.43 f5 


17.Dxe2 Exb6 


ake 2 
a a 

aS & 
| 


& 
i @ Saw 
8 es 
bad 


A typical device aimed at inducing weak- 
nesses on e4 and dS. 

27.803 Of6 
27...fxe4+ 28.fxe4 eS 29.dxe6+ Gxe6 
gives Black an edge. 

28.De1 g5 29.h3 
Instead, 29.exf5!? Axd5 30.He6 Dxc3 
31.bxc3 Ha2 32.Hh6 &g7 looks like a 
draw. 

29...h5 30.2f1 Sg6 31.b3? 
Zeitnot; 31.Hel. 

31...Ha2 32.exf5+ &xf5 
Now the problems with pawn d5 are laid 
bare. 

33.94+ Sg6 34.gxh5+ 
34.2xf6 Sxf6 or 34...exf6. In both cases 
Black is slightly better. 

34...Axh5 35.2e1?? 
35.Qd2F. 

35... Df4+ 36.84 


36...2f771 
36...c2! would have won, for example: 
37.Hd1 (after 37.He3 Sf5 White is para- 
lysed; 37.Hxe7 Hxc3+) 37...He2 
38.6d3 Hxc3+ 39.8xe2 Hxb3-+. 
37.b4 cxb4 38.2xb4 Ha4 39.0d1 
39.4b5 Exb4+. 
39..Aaxh3 40.8d4 &f6 41.b5 Ha2 
42.$c6 Df4 43.2d2 Dg6 44.2c3 
HeS+ 45.4b5 Hf2 46.8d3 of5 
47.2xe5 Sxe5 48.8c6 Sf4 49.407 
Exf3 50.8d4+ &e5 51.8d1 Of7 
52.¢e8 Hh7 53.8f8 94 54.498 HhS 


55.2f7 be4 0-1 
Game 198 
Socko,Monika 
@ Houska,Jovanka bd 


Plovdiv Ech 2008 (7) 
1.44 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 Qxa6 7.Df3 dé 
8.0d2 Wad 
My former clubmate in the French league 
(now I do not play there) is familiar with 
the best ideas of the gambit. 
9.e4 Qxfl 10.exf1 &g7 11.93 Abd7 
12.0c4 Wa6 13.We2 0-0 14.492 
Hfb8 15.fe1 Hb4 16.4a3 
I would regard the knight move to a3 
when the pawn is still on a2 as a diplo- 
matic retreat. 
16..e5 17.Wxa6 Exa6 18.dab5 
d3 
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If so strong a player as Monika (I experi- 
enced her potential myself once, barely 
escaping with a draw) gets a slightly 
worse position with white already on the 
18th move, then we can conclude that the 
8.4f3-d2 idea is not so good. 

19.He2 Ad7 20.8b1 Had 21.295 
21.a4? doesn’t work: 21...ab6 and 
White can’t keep the queenside: 22.2d2 
@xb2 23.Qa2 D2xa4 24. 2xb4 Hxb5F. 

21..8f8 22.4 c4 
22...Ab6 23.e5 is unclear. 

23.82 O7c5 24.2d2 2a8?! 
There was a possibility to paralyse the 
opponent's forces by the blockading 
move 24...Hb3!¥ after which it is un- 
clear how the white pieces can be untan- 


gled. 
25.2a3 Hab8 26.a5 Ab3 
ane 
Rahal 


Monika has confused her rival with intri- 
cate manoeuvres and now it seems that 
she could have taken over the initiative 
with 27.a2. 
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27.203? xa5 28.He2 Exb2 
29.Hcxb2 Exb2 30.Bxb2 xb2 
30... xb2—-+. 
31.22 Db3 32.f4 c3 33.2d4 Ad1 
33...Axd4. 
34.2x97+ Sxg7 35.e5? 
Better was 35.6f1 @d2+ 36.8el Db2 
37.Axc3 D+ 38.4e2 Axh2 39.He3 
ho¥. 
35...dxe5 
I kindly ask those readers below 16 years 
of age not to look at the end of this game. 
I fear that it may be too shocking for 
them. 
36.fxe5 Dd2 37.Hed4 Ac4 38.4f3 
©xe5+ 39.he2 DAb2 40.dc6 Sf6 
41.43 Dad 42.06d4 2g4+ 43.464 
@xh2 44.94 g5+ 45.93 fi+ 
46.892 2d2 47.05 Dc4 48.afd4 


Conclusion | 


@Dab6 49.4f3 Dxd5 50.%e4 e6 
51.Ac6 0d2+ 52.4d3 Df3 53.¢e4 
@h2 54.He5 $97 55.004 Axg4 
Jovanka didn’t rest until White had lost all 
her pawns. 
This enigmatic female chess... 


ABs 

4 | 
ad & 
Acoma 
a 


56.0xg4 5+ 57.6e5 fxg4 
58.2axe6+ bg6 59.0d4 g3 0-1 


] 


This is a surprise variation which, however, doesn’t present any danger. | 
The knight manoeuvre is intended to confuse the opponent who plays | 
mechanically. Just react with 8...WaS and White will regret his manoeu- 


vre immediately. 
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Chapter 11 


The Break d5-d6 


An interesting and at least unexpected idea was applied against me in the giant 
Cappelle-la-Grande Open by another woman ~ a Georgian chess player. 


4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 &xa6 


7.d6!? 


After capturing the pawn I obtained satisfactory play but didn’t manage to convert it 


into something more than a draw. 


In the other example Black ignores the opponent's advance for some time and also 


seizes the initiative. 


Game 199 

Maisuradze,Nino 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Cappelle-la-Grande 2008 (6) 

1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 &xa6 7.d6!? 
An interesting idea, but not more than 
that. White can hardly achieve an advan- 
tage if his opponent reacts appropriately. 

7...exd6 
For 7...2g7 see PH. Nielsen-Plachetka, 
Stockholm 1997; for 7...Wb6 see 
Portisch-Cramling, Copenhagen 1997. 


8.295 h69.2h4 Dc6 
Instead, 9...g5 10.2g3 Wb6 11.h4 
(11.42) 11...8Wxb2 12.Hcl g4 is un- 
clear. 

10.e3 Qxfi 11.xfl 2e7 
In this game I am playing in an ex- 
tremely straightforward way, unpreten- 
tiously. 

12.2.xf6 2xf6 13.Wxd6 
Probably White's only hope is to consoli- 
date on d5, when Black will have a bad 
bishop. 

13...2xc3 14.bxc3 We7 15.Wd5 
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x & x 
awa 
a ak 
aw 
igi 
& AAB 
& SAH 
15... We5?! 
15...0-0 16.@e2 Hfb8 17.0f4 Wes 
18.WxeS @xeS 19.24 HaS 20.0d5 


Hba8=. 
16.Wxe5+ Dxe5 17.he2 Had 18.0f3 
Correct. White should aspire to a transi- 
tion into a safe rook ending. Greed would 
be punished: 18.d2? &e7 19.He2 Hb8 
(19..Bha8 20.Acl Hb8 21.6c2 Ags 
22.23 c4¥) 20.c2 Ags ¥. 
18... DXf3 19.4xf3 Hxc3 
19...@e7 20.Hhc] Hha8 21.Bc2+. 
20.Bhe1 Exct 21.Bxcl d6= 22.4e4 
$d7 23.6d5 HaB 24.0c2 Had 
25.Hd2 f5 26.h4 Ha4 27.93 He4 
28.0b2 c7 
28...He5+ 29.hc4 Sc6 30.Bb8=. 
29.0b3 


29..e5+ 
29...g5 30.hxgS hxg5 31.f4 (31.23 HeS+ 
32.6c4 £4 33.exf4 gxf4 34.gxf4 Hed+ 
35.bS Exf4 36.Hb2 HfsF) 31...gxf4 
32.gxf4 Had 33.23 Het 34.c3=. 
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30.c4 &c6 31.Hb8 He4+ 32.4b3 

g5 33.hxg5 hxgS 34.5f8 Hb4+ 

35.$c3 Ha4 36.4b3 Hb4+ 37.4c3 

Ha4 38.4b3 Vee 
T'll quote a phrase I liked in one book: 
“Well, White has equalized the position; 
this also happens in chess practice’. 


Game 200 
O Nielsen,Peter Heine 
@ Plachetka,Jan 
Stockholm 1997 (9) 

1.d4 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 

5.bxa6 g6 6.2c3 &xa6 7.d6 297 
Unlike me the Slovak veteran preferred 
to ignore the kamikaze pawn tempo- 
rarily. 

8.e4 Qxfl 9.exf1 DAc6 10.4f3 0-0 

11.295 
After 11.e5 the standard King’s Indian 
move 11...2g4 follows, and White’s ad- 
vanced pawn perishes. 

11...exd6 12.Wxd6 Wb8 


We see that Black’s compensation for the 
pawn is more than sufficient. The white 
king has not found a shelter yet and the 
centre is open! 
13.Wd2 
13.WxcS @g4+ (13...Wxb2 14.Bb1 
Wa3=) 14.Hb1 HaS with initiative. 
13..He8 14.2e1 Ad4 15.xd4 cxd4 
16.2xf6 
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Of course not 16.Wxd4?? Axe4—+. 
16..dxc3 17.2xc3 Hxa2 18.2xg7 
&xg7 19.93 

19.Wxd7 2? Wxb2 with mate. 
19..xb2 20.Wd4+ &g8 21.492 Wb7 
22.Hd1 Exe4 23.Wxd7 Wxd7 24.8xd7 
Hee2 25.8f1 h5 26.h4 Sg7 Vo'/a 


Jan Plachetka 


| 3 ~ Conclusion 
| Don’t worry, nobody plays this anyway. If he does, just think over the board. 
Black’s chances are at least not worse, he is ahead in development. 
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Chapter 12 


The Early f2-f4 


Sometimes White tries to achieve an improved form of artificial castling. 


4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 g6 6.c3 2xa6 


x4 Wee & 


7441? 

He plays f2-f4 early on, then “g1-f3, e2-e4 and in reply to ...@a6xfl he captures with 
the rook: Hhixf1. And the king sets off on the cleared path: &e1-f2-g1. I will bring 
two examples from Yaakov Murey’s practice to your attention. Black can either prevent 
the adversary’s plans by the way which we have seen in the previous chapter, as was 
shown by John Fedorowicz in Game 202, or he can exploit his advantage in develop- 
ment and attack the opponent's centre, as D. Gurevich did in Game 201. In both cases 
Black's chances are not worse at all. 


Game 201 


Murey, Yaakov 
@ Gurevich,Dmitry 
Hastings 1982/83 (2) 
1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 2xa6 6.c3 d6 7.f4 g6 8.AF3 
&g79.e40-0 
The main idea is 9...2xfl 10.Bxfl and 
the king is launched on the route 
el-f2-g1. 
10.e5 dxe5 11.fxe5 2g4 12.2f4 
xf 13.Exf1 2d7 14.We2 Wbs 
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So the pawn is attacked by four pieces, 
and only three can protect it. The material 
balance will be restored. 

15.0-0-0 Wb4 
15...QxeS!? 16.AxeS DgxeS and I can't 
see anything terrible happening. 

16.93 Hfb8 17.2d2 Ab6 18.e6 
18.Hc2. 

18...f5 
It is difficult to understand this ‘computer 
position’. 18...&xc3! was very strong, for 
instance: 19.exf7+ &f8 20.bxc3 Wa3+ 
21.Bb2 (21.bd1 AxdS—+) 21...Ac4 
22.Qxb8 Hxb8—+. 


19.2xb8 Dc4 20.467? 
x8 & 
& Ga 
AAMa 
a a 
Wa a 
aw Lay) 
AB Bw & 
g P= 
20.85. 


20...2xc3 21.dxe7 2xd2+ 22.Wxd2 
Wxb8 23.Wc3 Hxa2 24.e8W+ Wxe8 
25.Wxc4 Had! 26.Wd3 Wxe6 
Asa result of a tactical skirmish White is a 
pawn down and his king is exposed. 


27.4d2 @xh2 28.d8+ &g7 
29.Wc7+ he 30.8h1 Wd5+ 
31.c2 Bc4+ 0-1 
Game 202 
Murey, Yaakov 
@ Fedorowicz,John 
Paris 1989 (5) 


1.04 6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 
5.bxa6 g6 6.4c3 Qxa6 7.4 Qg7 
B8.0f3 Wad 
It is logical to prevent normal develop- 
ment of the opponent. 
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In the absence of transport the monarch 
is moving on foot. Excuse me, but what 
then is the use of the early f2-f4? 

If 9.e4 Dxe4. 


9...0-0 10.h3 
10.e4 Dg4t+ 11.6g3 Qxc3 12.xg4 
(12.bxc3 @f6F) 12...2g7 13.e5 dé 
14.63 @d7F. 
10...e6! 11.4 exd5 12.e5 
12.exd5 dé. 
12...De4+ 13.Axe4 dxe4 14.95 c4! 
15.Axe4 d5 16.095 
Opening the centre when you have a 
wandering king is dangerous. 16.exd6 
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He8 17.0g5 Ac6 18.6g3 Had8F; 
16.0f6+ &xf6 17.exfo @d7 
(17...2c6!?) 18.Wd4 Bfe8 19.2d2 Wes 
20.2c3 Axf6 21.WxcS De4+ 22.41 
@xc5 23.Hd1 2b7F. All these variations 
are not obligatory but they are indicative. 
16...f6 17.exf6 2xf6 18.0f3 Dcé6 


Was White really aspiring to such a posi- 
tion when he played 7.f4? The difference 
in development between both sides is evi- 
dent. 

19.93 Wc5 20.Hb1 2c8 21.2e3 
This is losing, and so were all other 
moves, for example 21.b4 Wb5—+. 

21..Wxe3 22.Wxd5+ 2e6 23.Wxc6 

Bh4+ 24.hxh4 
24.8h2 Wxf4+ 25.6g1 We3+ 
26.8h2 Hac8 27.Wd6 Exf3 28.gxf3 
Hds—+. 

24..WEQ+1 
White resigned in view of the line 
25.g3 Bxf4+ 26.625 Wxg3+ 27.eho 
Bh4+. 


Conclusion | 
This idea looks a bit artificial. No wonder that it is almost never played. Black 
has time to create sufficient counterplay anyhow, as White’s non-standard 


manoeuvres take a lot of time. 
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Chapter 13 


4.a4 


& 
beKay 4} iE Rape§ 


ARBAB 


One of the more adequate continuations — White does not get a worse position at least. 
Withnormalplay the assessment fluctuates around equality. 

To get comfortable play Black can just push 4...b4, then (when his pawn is still on 
d7) 5...e5, so that in case of the en passant capture d5xe6 he could take ...d7xe6, result- 


ing in a closed queenside structure. 


As is known, in the King’s Indian Defence White often advances with b2-b4, c4-c5 
etc. Now he is deprived of this plan, and there is no e4-e5 either. For the sake of objec- 
tivity we should admit that Black also only has the kingside for active actions. 


Game 203 


Obsivac, Josef 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Olomouc 2001 (5) 

1.04 26 2.c4.c5 3.5 b5 4.24 b4 
Why not grab space if it is offered? The 
only drawback is that Black only has the 
kingside to fight for a win. 

5.2d2 e5 
Right now, while the pawn is still on d7. 

6.e4 
6.dxe6 dxe6F. 

6..d6 7.2d3 g6 8.Adf3 &g7 9.He2 

a5 10.h3 Ha7 
The rook will be transferred to the other 
flank via the open 7th rank. 


ao We x 
aa 
a A& 
as 
aA 
2 
& 


& 
q QWs P=4 


11.Ba2 He7 12.b3 Abd7 
The transfer of the king ‘on foot’ is inter- 
esting too: 12...4d7 followed by &d7- 
c7-b6. 
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13.94 HS 14.95 Dh7 15.493 AdfB 
16.4 f6 17.091 294 18.2e2 Hf7 
19.Af1 fxg5 20.hxg5 Ad7 21.01h2 
Gxf3 22.0xf3 BF4 


We x 
a 2a 
a a 
A BAR BS 
ABAMWAR 
& D 
D4 2h 
SWS & 


This exchange sacrifice was inspired by 
the creativity of ex-world champion 
Tigran V. Petrosian. 

23.2xf4 
The computer suggests ignoring the sac- 
rifice with 23.2 0-0 24.%c2, but fora 
human being it is difficult to venture giv- 
ing up pawn e4, for instance. 

23...exf4 24.e5!? 
Thematic. Now the black king runs the 
risk of catching a cold because of the 
‘draught’ on the bl -h7 diagonal. 
Instead, 24.Ah4 Qc3+ 25.Hf1 Des 
26.Axg6 Axg6 27.AxhS Af8 28.We4 is 
unclear. 

24...2xe5 25.0xe5 Axe5 26.2xh5 
Creative but not necessarily correct; 
26.Wd3. 

26..gxh5 27.Wxh5+ &d7 28.ne2 

&c7? 
28...2xg5_ 29.Wxgs WxgsS 30.Exg5 
Eh3 with compensation; 
28...We7. 

29.Bxe5! 
A timely blow, destroying the opponent’s 
seemingly strong structure. 

29..dxe5 30.2h1 &b8 31.Wh6 e4 

32.Wg7 Hg8 33.We5+ We7 

34.Wxc7+ xc7 35.0xh7+ &d8 
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Black's position looks absolutely hope- 

less, but there are plenty defensive re- 

sources left. 
36.2h5 &d7 37.4e2 &d6 38.0h6+ 
Se5 39.d6 Hd8 40.96 &f6 

40...Bxd6? 41.g7+-; 

40...oxd6 41.g7+ &e7 42.Hh8+—. 
41.97+ &xg7 42.He6 e3 43.fxe3 
fxe3 44.dxe3 &f7 45.He5 Hxd6 
46.Exc5 Hh6 47.2xa5 Bh3+ 48.604 
Exb3 49.4c5 we6 50.2b5 &d7 
51.2xb4 Hh3 52.4b6 Hh6+ 53.4b7 
Hc6 54.a5 Hc7+ 55.4b8 Hc8+ 
56.4a7 &c7 57.Hb2 &c6 58.Hb6+ 
&c7 59.Bb5 Hh8 60.8c5+ &d6 
61.695 Sc6 62.Hg6+ &c7 63.ha6 
Hh5 64.598 Bc5 


& 


I don’t see how White can make any 
progress. 

65.094 &c6 66.8d4 &c7 Vere 
At the 1986 Olympiad, Garry Kimovich 
showed another interpretation for Black's 


side. After carrying out the ...e7-e6 
thrust, the World Champion seized the 
initiative already on the 13th move. 


Game 204 
Schmidt, Wlodzimierz 
@ Kasparov,Garry 
Dubai ol 1986 (14) 
1.44 2f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 bS 4.a4 b4 
5.2d2 g6 6.e4 d6 7.Agf3 297 8.93 
e6 9.2h3 
Iam notsure that this is a successful idea. 
For one thing, Black has less space in the 
centre, so the exchanges play into his 
hands. 
9..exd5 10.2xc8 Wxc8 11.cxd5 0-0 
12.0-0c4 


2 


jxawl Re 
a aGa 
a ¥' 

& 

ABA UA 
AR | 
AA A B 
fh ower | 

13.We2?! 


13.We2 c3 14.bxc3 bxc3 15.4c4 provid- 
ed approximate equality. 
13.03 14.bxc3 bxc3 15.ab3 Wa4 
16.Afd4 Wxe4 17.Wxc3 
So who is in favour of removing the 
light-squared bishops? By the 17th move 
White is already on the verge of defeat. 


Conclusion 
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17...xd5 18.Wd2 Ab6 19.Be1 Wd5 
20.Wd1 ©8d7 21.Ha2 2xd4 22.2d2 
De5 23.axd4 Dbe4 24.0c2 Hac8 


25.8¢3 Ab6 
25...Was. 
26.2b2 Exc3 27.2xc3 Hc8 28.2a1 
Hc4 29.0b5 Bxa4d 
29...He4. 
30.Wxd5 xd5 31.2xe5 dxe5 
32.Bxe5 Af6 33.he7 
a 
a Ha A 
aa | 
“a | 
x 
BR 
BOR 
& 


White did manage to prolong his resis- 
tance. In the ending with a pawn less 
there are at least some chances, while it 
seemed that his position was untenable. 
However Garry Kimovich realizes his ad- 
vantage accurately. 
33.25 344d6 Hd4 354x7 <f8 
36.Ha7 Ed7 37.Exd7 xd7 38.2d6 &e7 
39.004 a4 40.¢f1 Seb 41.be2 odd 
42.e3+ &d4 43.$d2 De5 44%c2 
2d3 45.2d1 Dei+ 46.4b2 fs 47h4 
De5 48643 Se4 49.h5 gxh5 50.2c3+ 
$3 51.20d5 2g4 52.De7 
52.@f4 h4—+. 
52..Axf2 53.0f5 Ded 54.éxa4 
xg3 55.0h4+ Se4 56.hb4 Hf5 0-1 


| White can use this variation in the hope of making a draw. However, Black 
achieves a comfortable Kings Indian structure, and sometimes his play on the 
kingside only is enough for victory. The reason is that nothing can disturb 


Black on the queenside. 
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Chapter 14 


4.f3 


AB 


AMAB 
HAQWS 2A 


De 


This early bishop pawn move has something in common with the line 5.f3. The basic 
difference lies in the fact that Black doesn’t have to devise something out of the ordi- 
nary. After simply 4...bxc4 he develops in a standard way, while the material remains 
equal. At some instant he dislodges the opponent's bishop from the c4-square and ob- 


tains sufficient counterplay. 


Game 205 


Lajthajm,Borko 
@ Malakhatko,Vadim 
Herceg Novi 2001 (11) 
1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.f3 bxc4 
5.2c3 d6 6.e4 g6 7.2xc4 &g7 
8.2€30-09.h4 
Accritical decision. It’s not clear where the 
white king will go now. 
9..2a6 10.2xa6 Dxa6 11.Wd2 Wad 
12.Age2 Hfb8 13.h5 Axh5 14.94? 


14...Df67! 
It is strange that both opponents didn’t 
notice the effective and not too difficult 
14...2g3! when White loses in all lines: 
15.Axg3 (15.8h3 Axe2 16.8xe2 Hxb2 
17.Wxb2 &xc3-+; 158g] @xe2 
16.8xe2 Hxb2 17,.Wxb2 Qxc3 18.8d2 
xb? 19.Qxa5 Qxal 20.Bxal Bb8—+) 
15...Bxb2 16.Wxb2 Qxc3+ 17.Qd2 
xb? 18.2xa5 Axal—+. 

15.24? 
Mistakes are following one after the other. 
Maybe it was the second game on that 
day? 
15.8f2. 

15...axg4l 
Now Vadim does not miss his chance. 

16.01 
16.fxg4 Hxb2 17.Wxb2 &xc3+ 18.2d2 
xb? 19.2xa5 Bxal—+. 

16...Wxd2+ 17.2xd2 He5 


Two extra pawns are sufficient for 

Malakhatko to beat any opponent easily. 
18.e2 Ac4 19.2c3 Axb2 20.2xg7 
Sxg7 21.He3 Da4 22.Ac4 Bb4 
23.facl Ac7 24.ad3 Hb5 25.nh4 
@b6 26.e3 Bh8 27.4 HaS 28.c2 
}b5 29.4f2 Od4 30.Hb2 Had 31.2d2 
f6 32.0h1 He8 33.0c1 e5 34.dxe6 
Exe6 35.e5 fxe5 36.fxe5 Hxd3 
37.Exd3 Hxe5 38.c2 He2+ 0-1 


Game 206 

Hungaski,Robert 

@ Gareev,Timur 

Chicago 2011 (8) 

1.44 f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.f3 bxc4 

5.e4 d6 62xc4 g6 7.c3 2g7 

8.2ge2 bd7 9.0-0 Hb8 10.2b1 Ab6 
Probably 10...0-0 is more exact, in order 
not to allow the check on bS. 

11.2b5+ @fd7 12.b3 0-0 13.2d2 

De5 14.Wc2 a6 15.2d3 
The possibility of exchanging ...de5xd3 
is obviously in Black’s favour. 

15..e6 16.dxe6 fxe6 17.1 d5 


| How Be 


| Conclusion | 
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Taking over the initiative. 
18.2e2 Ac6 19.4d3 2d4 20.Wd1 
We7 21.0f2 Qb7 22.2d3 Wd6 
23.8c1 Hbd8 24.295 Bd7 25.494 
c4 
The computer had been suggesting this 
strike for along time. 
26.bxc4 dxc4 27.2b1h5! 
Total chess. 
28.0f2 


28...Wa3 
The devastating 28...Axf3+ would have 
won quickly too: 29.gxf3 WcS (perhaps 
this quiet move passed unnoticed) 
30.d2 Hfd8 31.Bc2 Exd2 32.Bxd2 
Wes+. 
29.We1 Exf3 30.¢h1 Eff7 31.e5 AfS 
32.4h3 Ad5 33.Hf3 Axc3 34.Bfxc3 
Wa5 35.276 Qxf6 36.exf6 Exfé 
37.Af4 Hd4 38.Wi2 Wxc3 39.Bxc3 
Hd1+ 40.Wg1 Bxgi+ 41.4xg1 d4 
0-1 


| In this scheme Black can get standard convenient play on the queenside with- | 
out any risk as he doesn’t need to make any sacrifice. Perhaps that is why 4.f3 


is hardly ever played. 
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Doubtful 4th Moves 


Zae2Wee & 
4 hab 


1& AIA AB 
BaASwS2Axz 


It is difficult to recommend the straightforward 4.b3. 

The example from the Ukrainian team championship in Game 207 shows a simple 
and sound reaction for Black: development, and then pressure upon pawn c4 and the 
fianchettoed bishop (...2b8, ...b6-a4). 

By contrast, please acquaint yourself with an example from the author's practice on 
the theme ‘how NOT to play’. The first round and the low Elo-rating of my opponent 
played nasty tricks on me in Game 208. 

4.e3 (Game 209) does aspire to an advantage. Most likely itis a tempo loss because 
eventually the pawn will go to e4 intwosteps. 

The countersacrifice 4.e¢ (Game 210, Game 211) looks absolutely exotic. To aim 
for a position with not a pawn plus but a pawn down for the sake of one or two tempi — 
it seems strange. Probably playing like this is interesting for adventurers, but when you 
want to fight for a result this is not suitable, I think. 


Game 207 11.2c3 Db6 12.Wd3 2a6 13.ad2 

Baikovsky, Yury Daat 

@ Zubov,Alexander 

Alushta tt 2001 (9) 

1.04 Sf6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.b37! g6 

5.2b2 bxc4 6.bxc4 2g7 7.93 0-0 

8.292 d6 
Alexander reveals the drawbacks of the 
opponent's plan by extremely simple play. 
Pawn c4 will get under crossfire soon. 

9.e4 Dbd7 10.He2 Bb8 
The bishop starts feeling uncomfortable. 
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Without any special means Black has ob- 
tained a huge advantage. White cannot 
save his bishop. 
14,0-0 Oxc3 15.0xc3 Wa5 16.Hact 
94 17.2fe1 
17.f4? Bd4+. 
17...204 18.He2 Wa3 19.Wc2 
19.Hc2 Ae5 mates the queen. 
19..Hb2 20.Wa4 Wxa4 21.0xa4 
Axf2 22.Axb2 Dd3+ 23.8f1 @xct 
0-1 


The following game took place in a 
pleasant quiet place on the edge of Eu- 
rope, where the sounds of the Atlantic 
waves in the low season soothes the 
nerves. 


Game 208 
Rodrigues,Leonardo 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Figueira da Foz 2009 (1) 

1.44 @f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.b37! e6 
4...g6!? is easier and more solid. Later 
Black will capture on c4, obtaining con- 
venient play against this pawn. 

5.dxe6 fxe6 6.e3 


Ot x 


RogWwe san 


6...b4? 
This looks like a strategic mistake which 
allows the opponent to castle queenside. 
6...bxc4!?. 

7.2b2 Qb7 B.Df3 Be7 9.Abd2 0-0 

10.Wc2 Shs 


Chapter 15 — Doubtful 4th Moves 


Now White creates insoluble problems 
by simple developing moves. 
10...c6 11.2d3#. 
11.0-0-0 @c6 12.h4 
It seemed to me that the situation was 
difficult, maybe even lost already. 
12.2d3. 
12... We8 
12...e5 13.Qg5+ with attack. 13.2xe5? 
@xe5 14.2xe5 Deg. 
13.h5 
13.&d3 and I don’t see what to do, for 
example 13...a5 14.g5 h6 15.2e2+-. 
13...h6 14.0h4 Sg8 15.296 Hf7 


Up to this moment my partner had been 
playing very well (certainly for a player 
with an Elo below 1900), but at last he 
committed an inaccuracy. 
16.0xe7+7! 

A doubtful idea. After this exchange the 
position is almost equal again. Stronger 
was 16.2xf6 Rxf6 17.De4 Be7 18.f4t. 


Portugal 
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16...Wxe7 17.Wg6 
17.243 

17...d6 18.23 
Better was 18.2d3 MeS 19.Qxe5 dxeS 
20.He¢ Qxet 21.2xe4 Hd8, but this 
seemed rather harmless to me. 

18...Dh7 
A better option was 18...a5 19.&d3 a4 
with counterplay. 

19.2d3 2f8 20.Wg3 Hd8 21.296 

@®xg6 22.Wxg6? 
Much more dangerous was 22.hxg6! HFS 
(22...8ff8 23.2g5! and Black can’t cap- 
ture the knight: 23..Wxg5 24.Wxg5 
hxgS 25.8h7) 23.e4 Hff8 24.05 
Wxg5+ (24...e5 25.07 Exf7 26.gxf7+ 
bxf7+) 25.Wxgs hxgS 26.8h7 Bxf2 
27.Bxg7+ Sf8 28.Exb7+. 

22..e5F 23.Wc2 We6 24.0h4 a5 

25.Dh2 De7 26.094 HFS 
26...a4. 

27.We2 


Best. 
27...2.df8 28.f4 H8f7 29.93 

29.fxe5? Hf2 30.Wd3 Exb2 31.xb2 

32.8b1 


Wrxes+ 
Wxh5—+. 
29...a4 


Wxh2 = 33.Wxd6 


30.e4? 
A time-trouble mistake. 30.Hel Hxh5 
31.Exg7+ Exg7 32.WxhS a3 33.Qal 
Exg3F. 

30...exf4 31.2e1 
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31.Qxg7 Exg7 32.Exg7+ &xg7 
33.Weg4+ Sf7 34.exfS We3+ 35.Bd2 
fxg3 36.0f1 Wc3+—+. 
31..f3 32.We3 
32.exfS Wxe2 33.Hxe2 fxe2 34.4d2 
@xf5 35.Sxe2 a3 36.Qal Ret!—+. 
32..xh5 33.0h4 Exh4 34.gxh4 f2 
0-1 


Game 209 
Al Mousawi,Omran 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Fajr 2008 (1) 

1.44 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c4 b5 4.e3 2b7 
The simple 4...bxc4 is quite good too: 
5.Axc4 d6 6.Dc3 g6 7.Df3 Bg7 8.0-0 
0-0 9.e4 &a6= Jover Fuentes-Hebden, 
Benidorm Open 1992. 

5.f3 Wc7 6.2d3d6 
6...bxc4 7. Axc4 e6 8.0c3. 

7.0-0 Sbd7 8.He1 bxc4 9.2xc4 g6 

10.Ac3 297 11.4 0-0 12.237! 
12.h3!?, taking square g4 under control: 
12...Db6 13.2b3 aS 14.2F4 Dfd7 15.a4 
Rab=. 

12...094 13.295 Ade5 14.2b3? 

It is more logical to keep the bishop on 
the fl-a6 diagonal: 14.0xe5 @xeS 
15.Qf1. 

14..2a6 15.2c2 Hab8 16.2b1 c4 


With the greatest possible activity of 
Black’s pieces, White faces unsolvable 
problems. 


17.Wc1 @xb2 18.8xb2 &xc3 
19.Bxb8 Exb8 20.He2 2xe2 0-1 


Game 210 


Schukin,Dmitry 

@ Khalifman,Alexander 

St Petersburg 1998 (7) 

1.04 Df6 2.c4.c5 3.d5 b5 4.e4 @xe4 

5.Wf3 Wa5+ 6.2d2 Ad6 
A slight disharmony in Black's set-up is 
compensated for by two (!) pawns. Usu- 
ally the extra pawn is in White’s hands, 
now the opposite is the case. It seems to 
be a huge difference. 

7.cxb5 ©xb5 8.d6 @c6 
Probably, only 8...Axd6? 9.Wxa8+— 
could justify White's strategy. 

9.axb5 Wxb5 10.02 e6 
Other continuations were also good, for 
example 10...exd6 or 10...2b7. 

11.0-0 a6 12.He1 Wd3 13.Wxd3 

&xd3 


xX ee x 
4 & 224 
aha 

a 


a 
AB Bawa 
BSB ® 


After the exchange of queens White's 
pieces are totally misplaced. 
14.0f4 @b4 
14.25. 
15.a3? 
Hoping for more piece activity. 15.Axd3 
could have continued the struggle: 
15...Axd3 16.Hd1 @xcl 17.Haxcl 
Rxd6 18.De4 BF4 19. Hxc5 d5¥. 
15...Ac2 16.Axd3 Oxal 17.44 Db3 
18.2e3 Hc8 19.Af4 f6 20.Bd1 of7 


Chapter 15 — Doubtful 4th Moves 


21.De2 e5 22.f4 Ad4 23.4f2 Dxe2 
24.$xe2 Se6 25.fxe5 fxe5 26.4f3 
Bc6 27.¢e4 Qxd6 28.2d5 &c7 
29.4xe5 Hd6 30.Bxc5 &b6 31.2b5 
&xe3 32.éxe3 Hd5 33.0f3 Bxb5 
34.2d4+ Sd5 35.Axb5 Bb8 0-1 


Game 211 

Mirkovic,Slobodan 

@ Solozhenkin,Evgeny 

Vrnjacka Banja 1996 

1.04 Af6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.e4 Axe4 

S.Wf3 Wa5+ 6.2ad2 Zd6 7.cxb5 

&b7 8.Hh3 a6 
Modest and in the spirit of the gambit. 
More principled is 8...axbS 9.&xbS 
WxbS 10.4g5 f6 11.Aget QxdS 
12.Dxf6+ exf6 13.Wxds Wc6 14.WhsS+ 
g6+ with no sign of full compensation 
for the pawn. 

9.b6 c4 10.0f4 g5 
Rather creative play in a team champion- 
ship. 10...e5! is more accurate: 11.We3 
for. 

11.b47! 


Blow for blow! 
11..cxb3 
11...Wxb6 is more solid, for instance 
12.Qb2 HgsF. 
12.2b2 gxf4 13.2xh8 
13.axb3 Wxb6 14.8xh8+ 
13.16 14.Wh5+ &d8 15.Wxh7 Wc3! 
16.2d1 bxa2 17.Wg8 al W 
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You may not have often seen such a crazy 

position. After a series of mutual mistakes 

Black finds the right way to win. 
18.Wxf8+ De8 19.2e2 f3 20.2xf3 
We5+ 21.2e2 Wa2 22.0-0 Wxe2 
23.0f3 &xd5 

With a queen and a knight against a rook. 
24.Bde1 Qxf3 25.gxf3 Dc6 26.Bxe2 
Wxe2 


Conclusion | 


& 
wA 
ae 


Black’s material advantage has consider- 
ably decreased, but so has the amount of 
pieces. 
27.Wg8 Wxf3 28.ne1 De5 29.he3 
Wg4+ 30.Wxg4 Dxg4 31.Bg3 f5 
32.2d4 Hb8 33.Eb3 e5 34.2b2 d6 
35.f3 Dgf6 36.4 Ad7 37.fxe5 dxe5 
38.2¢3 Se7 39.2.a5 Ad6 
White resigned. 


In such extravagant lines we can recommend Black to simply play according | 
to the position’s logics. Always take comfort from the thought: ‘If nobody | 
plays this as White, it must be bad.’ And over the board, think why this is so. | 

| 
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PART IV 
White Avoids the Gambit 


In this part we will consider White’s attempts to evade the basic lines. First a few words 
about other opportunities which we won't analyse as they lead either to completely 
different openings or to absolutely doubtful lines. 

1.04 £6 2.c4c5 

3.e3 is rarely seen. After 3...cxd4 (Black may also just continue developing) 4.exd4 d5 
this leads to constructions of the Panov Attack or the Queen's Gambit. 


xaoWee & 
4a Aah 
a 
4 
A&B 


AB AAR 
HABWSLAH 


In case of 3.3 Black also has a wide choice. For example, it is possible to react highly 
concretely with 3...cxd4 4.Axd4 eS. 


R@2Weet & 
44 4 A848 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 
Andhere the play is hardly simpler than in the Benko Gambit. 


The quiet scheme with 4...b6 (instead of 4...e5) 5.@c3 &b7 is rather good for Black, 


KA Wee & 
aoMakawa 
ry a 


AB 
| a) 
Al& ABARB 
EH R2Wee sk 


changing the game into a ‘Hedgehog’ set-up (e6, dé, b6, a6). 


Now for the most important direction. The main idea of the Benko Gambit consists in 
attacking the pawn on cé4 by ...b7-b5, then after c4xb5 — the second sacrifice ...a7-a6. It 
is logical to assume that such a plan is radically stopped... by the absence of the white 
pawn on c4! 

That's why nowadays the healthy developing move 2.43 is played most often. The 
final part of this book will be devoted entirely to this theme: lines without c2-c4. 

Allow me to repeat myself. In the course of time I have had to struggle against this 
move more and more often. My opponents were understandably unwilling to compete 
with me in knowledge of the long variations of the Benko itself. 


In reply to 2.43 Black has a myriad of acceptable continuations. Almost any pawn can 
be moved forward: 2...g6, 2...e6, 2...d6, 2...5, 2...c6, 2...b6... 

Please notice that the early 2.f3 narrows down White’s options in many openings. 
For example, the Samisch system in the King’s Indian Defence (with f2-f3) will not be 
possible anyhow, and in Queen’s Gambit constructions you won't manage to bring out 
the knight to e2 (Ag1-e2). 

So what should black adventurers do? Will they manage to drag the opponent into 
a whirlpool of complications? In the given situation this is more difficult, however I 
recommend to continue an analogous strategy to the Benko, even without White's 
2-4: 


2...€5!2 
Ifhe is looking for an advantage, White should probably push 3.45. 


(see diagram next page) 
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As mentioned above, 3.c4 and 3.e3 lead to other openings, and continuations like 3.c3 
or 3.dxc5 don’t raise any special obstacles before the opponent. 

Now Black is ata crossroads. 

3...b5!? (Chapter 18) looks crucial, compelling White to operate concretely. This 
line cuts off some very subtle inverted move-orders with a later c2-c4. 

Less obliging and frictionless is the development which leads to Benoni construc- 
tions with 3...g6 (3...d6). This set-up is called the Schmid Benoni, after Lothar Schmid. 

To complete the picture we should notice that White can ‘cop out’ and return to the 
idea c2-c4 on the third move. For example: 1.d4 Af6 2.03 c5 3.d5 d6 4.c4. However, 
this narrows down not only Black’s options, but also White's. In case of 4...b5, we geta 
Benko Gambit where the early @g1-f3 is not critical. If Black so desires, he can play 
4...e5. In these structures the white knight sometimes wants to go to e2, preparing 
g2-g3 and f2-f4. Now this is impossible. 

If Black prefers 3...g6 4.c4 b5, the idea ...e7-e6 doesn’t work any more in some vari- 
ations. But White is also, of course, limited by the early Ag 1 -f3. 

Nevertheless, usually there follows: 4.2c3 d6 5.e4 &g7 (you can interchange 
..d7-d6 and ...g7-g6 at your will). 


After a series of logical moves White already has an important choice between the 
banal 6.@e2 (Chapter 16) or the disturbing check 6.2b5+ (Chapter 17). 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


Chapter 16 


Modest Development 


1.04 Df6 2.03 c5 3.d5 d6 4.23 g6 5.e4 2976.2e2 


6...0-0 7.0-0 
The ‘obligatory program’ is finished. Now Black has to choose his plan. 7...&g¢ is less 
often used nowadays, and used to be more popular earlier. The exchange of the bishop 
for the knight, or (after @f3-d2) for the bishop, will hardly give Black equality. 

7...Qa6 looks more promising. Black tries to achieve an arrangement with 
...@b8-a6-c7, pawns on a6 and bé, and &b7, Wd7. Then he wants to obtain 
counterplay by ...b6-b5, or ...e7-e6. I admit that this is a somewhat sluggish plan. 
White definitely has a long-term initiative here. 

We shall discuss the third plan in more detail: 

7..26!? 


This looks logical. If a white pawn stood on c4, then after ...e6xdS White could play 
e4xd5 favourably. But now, pawn d5 can come under piece pressure. 
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If White captures 8.dxe6 himself, the black bishop will be conveniently and quickly de- 
veloped with 8...xe6, and then the knight then will go directly to c6 without 
tempo-losing manoeuvres. Naturally, point dS gets weakened, but Black controls it 
with his minor pieces and, if necessary, is ready to free himself with ...d6-d5. 

White can make use of one of several logical arrangements. 


A) The Manoeuvre “f3-d2-c4 

It looks logical and promising to establish 
the knight on the ‘dominating height’ c4. 
From there it both puts pressure upon the 
queenside and supports the standard 
breakthrough e4-e5. 

Black’s wish to kick back this dangerous 
enemy by ...@d7-b6 (or ...Ad7-e5) is 
natural. And in case of a knight exchange, 
the chances are almost always balanced. 
White in turn usually avoids this simplifi- 
cation by @c4-e3 and hurries to advance 
his pawns a2-a4-aS and f2-f4, trying to 
take points e5 and bé under control, and 
simultaneously restricting his opponent's 
living space, which was already minimal. 
However, Black is wide awake too. In the 
meantime he manages to organize coun- 
terplay (...b7-b6, ...&c8-a6), to fight for 
point e4 (...f7-f5) and to conveniently re- 
arrange his knights on f6 and c7. From 
there these men are putting serious pres- 
sure upon the enemy outpost on d5. The 
exchange of the other knight is not to be 
ignored either (...He8, ...Af6-e4). 


I will venture to show two games from 
my private experience as an example. The 
first one took place in a round-robin 
tournament in the capital of Ukraine. To 
give the reader a few minutes of relax- 
ation, here is a short geography course. 

I believe that the majority of foreigners 
hardly know where Kiev is situated. The 
stereotypical view seems to be: every- 
thing to the east of the EU is Russia. 
Meanwhile, after the collapse of the 
USSR, 15 states were formed. And one of 


the largest is Ukraine. Its territory is 
approximately 603,628 km’. By compari- 
son, Germany's territory is approximately 
357,021 km? 

The capital of this state is the beautiful 
ancient city of Kiev. In addition, in 
Ukraine there are very beautiful women. 
For travel fans and adventurers let me add 
that Ukraine has a visa-free regime for 
EU-citizens. And in 2012 this country, to- 
gether with Poland, hosted the European 
football championship. 

Had some rest? Then let's return to chess. 


Game 212 
Nosenko,Alexander 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Kiev 2001 (2) 
1.04 DFG 2.03 c5 3.d5 g6 4.0¢3 dé 
5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.d2 
exd5 9.exd5 Dbd7 10.2c4 Ab6 
An important resource. Black removes the 
very strong blockading knight. 
11.4e3 
Of course, it is necessary to avoid the ex- 
change as White has more space. Abso- 
lutely harmless is 11.0xb6 Wxb6=. 
11..De8 12.04 £5 


see 
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Mirror ideas. Both players aspire to grasp 
space by pawn moves and by kicking back 
enemy knights. 

13.a5 2d7 14.64 
Stopping Black’s f-pawn and taking away 
point eS from the opponent. In reply to 
14.4c4, 14...He5 would follow, disturb- 
ing the blockading knight again, this time 
from the centre. 

14... Adf6 15.0¢4 Dc7 
White seems to have achieved some prog- 
ress as the knight is established on point 
c4. But this idyll won’t last long. More- 
over, Black, under the cover of the ad- 
vanced pawn on f5, has managed to rear- 
range the knights conveniently for pres- 
sure upon pawn d5. 

16.2e3 Hb8 17.23 He8 18.Wd2 b5 

19.axb6 axb6 20.Efe1 2a6 


Black has obtained fine play. All his pieces 
are harmoniously arranged. 
Less favourable is 20...b5 21.@a5 and the 
knight rushes into the opponent’s camp 
(@aS-c6). 

21.b3 
There was still a possibility to drag the 
game into a jumble of complications by 
the computer move 21.4e5. Black must 
always keep an eye on such leaps in this 
structure. 21...dxe5 (by the way it is 
possible to decline the piece sacrifice 
with 21...2b7 22.0c6 Qxc6 23.dxc6 
d5¥) 
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22.fxeS HxeS 23.d6 Dfe8 24.dxc7 DAxc7 
unclear. All the same, Black’s chances are 
preferable. 
21...2xc4 22.bxc4 b5 
If the white pawn were still on b2, he 
could strengthen the position by playing 
b2-b3. Now, alas, this is unrealizable. 
23.cxb5 @xb5 24.axb5 Hxb5 
25.na4 
25.c4 Bb3F. 
25...Wb8 26.h3 Hb1 27.8xb1 Wxb1+ 
28.$h2 Wb5 29.0a3 De4 30.axe4 
Exe4 31.2a8+ 
Accompanied by a draw offer. However, 
Black doesn’t run any risk by continuing 
the struggle. 
31...2e8 32.2xe8+ Wxe8 33.Wd3 
33.c4 We4. In wrestling language, this 
move could have put White into a ‘par 
terre position’. 
33...cAIF 
Otherwise White would have carried out 
c2-c4 himself. 
34.Wd2 Wed 


Once again we observe how pawn c4 me- 
chanically prevents its white colleague 
from moving to this point. Thereby the 
outpost dS is cut off from its main forces. 
35.491h5 
35...c3 36.Wd3 Wxd3 37.cxd3 c2 
38.Qcl. 
36.Sf1 Sf7 37.Sf2 A6 38.Sf1 Bh4 
39.2f2 26 40.2e3 dB 41.2f2 
2e7 42.263 2f6 
Looks like time trouble. 
43.12 
43.2f2 c3F. 
43...2h4+ 44.5f1 
44.23 Qf6 45.h4 Whi — even if this is a 
draw, White's position is extremely un- 
pleasant. 
44..293 45.c3 Wd3+ 46.Wxd3 
cxd3+ 


47.04 Se8 
The king sets out on a long journey to the 
queenside. 
48.05 dxc5 49.2xc5 &d7 50.2b4 
Axf4 51.8f2 2d6 52.2c3 Ac5+ 
53.$e1 23 54.9e5 
Interestingly, both sides create a barrier 
for the opposing king. 
54..95 55.4d1 94 56.hxg4 hxg4 
57.Ge1 f4 58.d1 f3 59.gxf3 gxf3 
60.293 24 0-1 
White can’t capture the bishop because of 
61...f2 so now the black king will go to 
d6andds. 
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In the following game the advanced pawn 
on d5 is surrounded and eventually de- 
stroyed. I remind the reader that these 
problems result from White's refusal to 
play c2-c4 at the very beginning of the 
game. 


Game 213 


Berkvens, Joost 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Esbjerg 2003 (5) 

1.04 D6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.4d2 
exd5 9.exd5 Abd7 10.4c4 Db6 
11.4e3 Ze8 12.a4 f5 13.a5 2d7 
14.f4 Ddf6 15.2 f3 

15.Ac4. 
15...c7 16.Wd3 


x2 gel 
@a 


£i4 


The pawn is protected by four (!) pieces, 
but gradually it will get under strong 
pressure and drop anyway. 

16..Hb8 17.2d2 b5 18.axb6 axb6 

19.2a7 
Usually the penetration of an opposing 
rook to the 7th rank is unpleasant, but in 
this case it does not do any special harm 
as the rook has no support from other 
pieces. 

19...b5 20.b4 
Preventing ...b5-b4, which is aimed to 
chase away the c3-knight. Nevertheless, it 
won't help pawn d5. 

20...c4 
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Now c2-c4 is impossible already. 
21.We2 He8 22.Wf2 He7 23.de2 
We8 24.c3 
24.2d4?? Det 25. Bxe4 Qxd4—+. 
24...2b7 25.h3 
25.Dd4 Det 26.Axe4 Qxd4 27.cxd4 
Exe4—+. 
25... Deals 
After the elimination of the f3-bishop, 
the light squares will be under Black’s 
control. 
26.axe4 Hxe4 27.0e1 WE7 28.Ag3 
He7 


The struggle for the key pawn is finished. 
29.Wf3  &xd5 30.axd5 Axd5 
31.Bexe7 Jxe7 32.We3 26 33.de2 
He8 34.2d4? 

Time trouble. Better was 34.Wf3. 
34..2xd4 35.Wxd4 Sc6 36.Exf7 
xd4 37.2d7 Ob3 38.2xd6 He2 0-1 


In an older game between elite players, 
Peter Leko did without the prudent f2-f4, 
which would become fashionable later. 
This enabled Black to equalize easily by 
universal exchanges. Please don’t be mis- 
led by the result. 


Game 214 
O Leko,Peter 
@ Markowski, Tomasz 
Polanica Zdroj 1998 (1) 
1.€4 c5 2.Af3 g6 3.d4 297 4.d5 Af6 
5.4c3 d6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.Ad2 
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exd5 9.exd5 Abd7 10.4c4 Ab6 
11.He3 De8 12.4 f5 13.a5 Dd7 
14.0c4 De5 15.2f4 Dxc4 16.axc4 
95 17.2d2 h6 18.We2 2d7 19.Bfe1 
Sc7 20.Kab1 He8 21.Wd3 Wi6 
22.4b5 Dxb5 23.2xb5 2xb5 
24.Wxb5 WE7 25.c4 


x xe 
‘3 we | 

FY a 
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A 
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The position is considerably simpler now, 
which eases Black's task. 
25...2e5 
Black could have maintained full equality 
by 25...He4 26.26 b6 27.Exe4 (27.b4 
We8=) 27...fxe¢ 28.Hel Qd4 29.23 
Efe=. 
26.2c3 2xc3 27.bxc3 f4 
27...a6, fixing the queenside: 28.Wb6 
Exel+ 29.Hxel He8=. 
28.0e6 
28.h3z. 
28..Hxe6 29.dxe6 Wxe6 30.Wxb7 
He8 31.h3 
Here chances are about even again, but it 
is much more pleasant to play with white. 
Black’s king is weak. 
31...Wxe4 
31...He7. 
32.Wd7 
The rest of the game is not relevant for 
the opening, therefore please play it 
through without comments. 
32...We6 33.Wxa7 f3 34.gxf3 Wf7 
35.Wxf7+ &xf7 36.a6 Ha8 37.2a1 
Se6 38.4 gxf4 39.492 Sd5 40.Sf3 


Sc4 41.4e4 Sxc3 42.¢d5 od2 
43.ha2+ Sd3 44.2a3+ be2 45.3 
Sf2 46.a7 S93 47.c6 Sxh3 
48.2b7 Hf8 49.a8W Exa8 50.Bxa8 
Sg3 51.2c6 HS 52.oxd6 Sxf3 
53.¢e5 c4 54.Ha3+ 94 55.be4 h4 
56.Ha8 &g3 57.Hg8+ &f2 58.oxf4 
h3 59.Ha8 de2 60.he4 Sf2 61.4f4 
Se2 62.8c8 Sd3 63.2f3 h2 
64.8d8+ &c2 65.Bh8 &d3 66.of2 
d2 67.Exh2 c3 68.ef1+ di 
69.2h8 c2 70.8d8+ &c1 71.4e2 1-0 


A ‘reserve idea’ for a simplification of the 
position was shown by a Romanian 
grandmaster. Black confidently obtained 
equality by exchanging another couple of 
knights on e¢. 


Game 215 
Gelashvili, Tamaz 
@ Istratescu,Andrei 
Halkida 2000 (7) 
1.€4 g6 2.44 297 3.23 c5 4.d5 dé 
5.Of3 D6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.d2 
exd5 9.exd5 @bd7 10.dc4 Abs 
11.4e3 Hes!? 
Another good resource. 
12.a4 Dea! 
This exchange of knights equalizes the 
position at once. White cannot avoid it. 
13.dxe4 Bxe4 14.c3 a5! 


x 
ey 
d 
2 
a Bweris 
15.203 He8 16.25 247 17.Wd3 Wo7 
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Considering ...cS-c4. 17...f5 was an 
alternative. 
18.2xd7 Wxd7 19.b3 Hac8 20.2d2 
c4!? 
Breaking the opponent's pawn chain. 
21.2xc4 
21.bxc4 Dxad= 
21..0xc4 22.bxc4 Wc7 
22.512. 
23.Bfe1 Hxe1+ 24.Bxe1 2f8 
24... Wxc4?? 25.Wxe4 Hxc4 26.He8+ 
2£8 27.2h6+—; 24... Wd7=. 
25.295 
25.He4. 
25...Wxc4 26.Wxc4 Exc4 27.216 
Hc8 28.94 h6 29.0b1 
29.h4 &g7 and soon, as in the game, 
pawns c3, a4, d5 will fall. 
29...297= 


30.axg7 &xg7 31.Exb7 Uxc3 
32.8b6 Hc4 33.h3 Bxa4 Yo-Yo 


Move-order subtleties do not change 
much. If Black develops accurately, the 
opponent does not manage to achieve any 
progress. 


Game 216 
Khruschiov,Alexey 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Peterhof 2008 (3) 
1.04 Af6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.2c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.d2 
exd5 9.exd5 Abd7 10.a4 
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10.2c4. 
10..2e8 
10...Ab6 11.2f3 Bd7 12.25 Ac8+. 
11.h3 
11.Dc4Db6 12.He3 BAd7 13.a5 2B 14.24 
a6 15.h3 Qb5= Camarena Gimenez- 
Malakhov, Benidorm rapid 2006. 
11...a6 
11...Ab6 12.QF3 aS=. 
12.ca3 We7 13.He1 Db6 14.2f3 
Exe1+ 15.Wxel 2d7 
15...Qf5 16.Wdl. 
16.a5 He8 
The rook has time to run to the centre be- 
fore the knight blocks the 8th rank. 
17.WFI DcB 18.Ac4 a7 
Please pay attention — here's another con- 
venient route for the knight. This is typi- 
cal with the absence of a pawn on c4. 
Though the pawn on a5 constrains the 
opponent, it provides him with addi- 
tional resources too. 
18...2b5 19.AxbS axbS 20.He3#. 
19.24 


x ¢ 
wMeaWe aa 
4 & “a2 
& BA 

a & 
=) SA 
AA A&A 
We 
19...f8 


19...Qb5!? 20.AxbS (2 20.Hb3 Axc3 
21.bxc3. unclear) 20...QxbS 21.&xd6 
Wd7 22.293 DxdSF. 

20.03 Ab5 21.Axb5 axb5 22.a6 Has 
22...bxa6 23.Hxa6 c4. 

23.Wal 
23.a7 Whe 24.Wal b4 25.BaS QbS 
26.b3 De8 27.Ac4 Axc4 28.bxc4 Bg7 
29.Wa2 Ac7F. 
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23..bxa6 24.Bxa6 Hxa6 25.Wxa6 

Se8 26.b3 Wc8 27.Wa3 Wb7 
Near equality. From here on we can ob- 
serve play which is far from irreproach- 
able. I ask for your indulgence. It was the 
second game of the day. 

28.29471 157! 
28...2xg4 29.hxg4 (29.Axg4 Wxd5 
30.Wa6 with some compensation) 
29..0f6 30.c4 bxc4 31.bxc¢ Wh1+ 
32.@h2 Wet 33.493? (33.293 Axg4t 
34.0xg4 Wxg4F) 33...h5—+. 


29.2e2 2€730.c4 
30.@h6 BF8 (30...Qf6) 31.Qxf8 
&xfs=. 


30.95 31.2h2 f4 32.f1 bxc4 
33.bxc4 2f6 34.h4 h6 35.Wd3 
$97? 
A rather big mistake in time trouble. 
35... Wb2= 36.Wg6+?! Dg? 37.Wxho? 
Qd4—+. 
36.2h5+ 
Alas, square gé6 can’t be protected. 
36..2a4 37.Wg6+ &f8 38.Wxh6+ 
Wg7 39.hxg5 &xg5 40.We6 &d7 
41.We2 Df6 42.93? 
42.23. 
42..2axh5 43.Wxh5 216 44.Wf3 
Wa4 45.2d2 
45.Wxf4 Wxf4 46.gxf4 Qf5 47.23 
2d3 48.422 Qd4 49.6f3 Se7 50.5 
Qxe3 51.fxe3 QxfS 52.e4 Qh3=. 
45... Wxf3 46.0xf3 25 


And now White already is the one who 
must play accurately. 

47.gxf4 2d3 48.f5 Se7 49.0d2 &c3 

50.f6+ Sxf6 
50...Axf6 51.f3= 

51.2xd6 2xd2 Vere 
Game 217 
Wojtkiewicz,Aleksander 

@ Urban,Klaudiusz 

Zakopane 2000 (5) 

1.44 c5 2.d5 Zf6 3.2c3 g6 4.e4 dé 

5.2e2 297 6.Af3 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.d2 

exd5 9.exd5 Abd7 10.a4 ZeB 
Without paying attention to his oppo- 
nent’s sophistications, Black carries out 
the planned reorganization of his knights. 

11.2¢4 Db6 12.axb6 Wxb6 13.ab5 

Wd8 
Not willing to weaken bé6: 
14.Ha3 We7 15.0c4. 

14.2a3 b6 
Now the pawn structure is flexible, and 
the bishop goes to a6, exchanging the 
strong enemy knight. 

15.c3 Dc7 16.c4 fab 17.2f4 


13...a6 


17...2xc4 
Stronger is 17...He8= when dé can’t be 
taken: 18.2xd6 (18.@xd6 &xe2) 
18...xc4 19.Qxc7 &xe2—+ and Black 
is threatening ...He8-e4. 
18.2xc4 a6 19.Wd2 Wd7 20.Bfe1 
Efe8 21.2f1 Exel 22.Bxe1 Hd8 
23.93 2f8 24.b3 He8 Yo-Yo 
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B) White Opens the Centre: 8.d5xe6 
White's principled reaction 8.dxe6 is not 
very popular, because it gives the oppo- 
nent ample piece play in compensation 
for the weakening of point d5. 

In both the following games Black ob- 
tained convenient play. In both of them, 
White eventually had to protect a slightly 
worse ending. And where the young 
Swedish chess player managed to extin- 
guish the black initiative, the German vet- 
eran could not cope withthe problems. 
Please pay attention to the picture of the 
ending. The black pawns (f6, c5, b6, a7) 
are located on squares of his own 
g7-bishop’s colour, which makes it ‘bad’. 
But this is an illusion, as these pawns are 
not fixed, they can move ahead later on. 
Meanwhile, the difference in activity of 
the kings is unequivocal. 


Game 218 


Akesson, Joel 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Gothenburg 2006 (4) 
1.d4 Df6 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.3 dé 
5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.dxe6 
xe 9.2¢e3!7 
A venomous plan. 
9...Ac6 10.Wd2 We7 
10... b6!?. 
11.295 Had8 12.Wf4 @hS 
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The line 13.Qxe7 Axf4 14.Qxf8 Qxc3 
15.2b5 &xb2 16.Hab1 would have led 
to complications with slightly better 
chances for White . 
13... Qf6= 14.Had1 h6 15.2xf6 Wxf6 
16.Wxf6 Axf6 17.2d2 
Better 17.Qb5. 
17..d5 
If Black succeeds to carry through this ad- 
vance without serious consequences, he 
will have the initiative in the ending. 
18.exd5 Oxd5 19.0xd5 Bxd5 
19...Qxd5!? 20.Hfd1 (20.a3? Qxf3 21.Exd8 
xe? 22.BxfB+ SxfBF) 20...2.xa2!?. 
20.0xd5 2xd5 21.0d1 Hd8 22.a3 
$97 23.c3 £5 24.4f1 S6 


Black's initiative is especially defined by 
his king’s activity and space advantage. 
25.b4 b6 26.bxc5 bxc5 27.0b1 Hb8 
28.0d1 2e6 29.2d6 Hb6 30.2b5 
De7 31.2xb6 axb6 32.4e2 g5 33.93 
cB 34.0d2 Dd6 35.2d3f4 36.gxf4 
goxf4 37.0e4+ Dxe4 38.axe4 Se5 
39.2¢6 Yop 
All pawns are competently placed on dark 
squares, the king cannot break through. 


Game 219 
O Hess,Christian Mathias 
@ Kasparov, Sergey 
Graz 2009 (6) 
1.d4 AFG 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.Ac3 
&g7 5.e4 d6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 
B.dxe6 2xe6 9.2e3 Ac6 10.Wd2 d5 
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Ihave to take a risk — how else can], play- 
ing Black, beat a lower-rated opponent? 
10...We7. 

11.exd5 
Gluttony would be harmful 
11.Qxc5?! @xe4# 12.Dxet 
13.Wxd8 (13.2xf8? exf3 14.Wxd8 
Bxd8 15.8xg7  (15.axf3 &xf8F) 
15..fxe2 16.Hfel &xg7F) 13...Bfxd8 
14.4g5 Hd2 with initiative. 

11..2xd5 12.0xd5 
Again, not good is 12.8xcS @xc3 
13.bxc3_  Wxd2_14.0xd2_ Qxc3F 
(14... Bfe8¥). 

12...Wxd5 13.Wxd5 Qxd5 14.Bfd1 
The pawn capture could ultimately have 
led to an unclear situation with approxi- 
mately equal chances: 14.&xc5 Hfe8 and 
the e2- and b2-points are simultaneously 
under attack. 

14...fd8 
Also not bad is 14...@xb2 15.Habl &d4= 

15.c3 
15.8xcS &xb2 16.Hab1 Qg7 and Black 
stands better because 17.Hxb7? fails to 
@Dd4—+. 

15...b6 16.2.5 f6 
Without fearing the following exchang- 
ing line. 

17.8xd5 Exd5 18.2c4 Hd8 19.Hd1 

De7 20.2F4 bS 


here: 
dxe4 
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Asking the bishop to declare itself and 
grabbing space. Black manages to seize 


the initiative at last. 20...8f7 21.Qxd5+ 
(21.g4=) 21...HxdS 22.Bxds @xds 
23.Q2b8 a6 24.Ra7 c4¥. 
21.9xd5+ Oxd5 22.8xd5 
22.Hel &f7=. 
22...0xd5 23.206 2f8 
I didn’t want to give point d4 to the en- 
emy knight by 23...c¢ 24.0d4. 
24.2xf8 Sxf8 25.20d2 c4 26.93 
26.a4 bxat 27.Axc4 (27.g3 Axc3—-+) 
27...Af4F and ...Ad3-Axb?2 is inevita- 
ble. Then after “c4xb2 the a-pawn 
dashes to its queening square. 
26.8f1 Df4 27.23 Dd3 28.b4F. 
26...b6 27.63? 
27.Bb1!? Da4 28.b3F. 
27...b4! 
Nowone of the pawns penetrates to c3. 
28.bxc4 
28.0b1 @d5—+. 
28...bxc3 29.0b3 Axc4 30.Sf1 e7 
31.4e2 &d6 
31...Db2 32.e3. 
32.$d3 De5+ 33.4xc3 Ag4 
I should say that it was not easy to achieve 
victory here 
34.2d4 Sd5 35.ab5 a5 36.c7+ 
&d6 
36... Be4!?. 
37.De8+ Se7 
37...8d7 38.h3. 
38.ac7 Dxh2 39.4c4 g4 40.4 
De3+ 41.$d3 
More resilient is 41.&@b5 &d7 42.Ha6. 
41.807 42.4xe3? 
42.Da6. 
42...8xc7 43.94 d6 44.$d4h5 0-1 


Gaining the advantage of the two bishops 
by the banal “f3-g5xe6 does not assure 
White of anything real either. The former 
winner of the huge open in Cappelle-la- 
Grande could not gain anything from the 
opening. 
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Game 220 

Burmakin, Vladimir 

@ Ilyiushenok,Ilya 

Moscow 2011 (9) 

1.d4 c5 2.d5 d6 3.e4 g6 4.4f3 297 

5.2e2 OF6 6.4c3 0-0 7.0-0 e6 

8.dxe6 &xe6 9.495 DAc6 10.Axe6 
10.f4 A@d4 11.f5 gxfS 12.2d3 2d7 
13.Qd5 h6 14.0h3 fxe¢ 15.0xf6+ 
Bxf6 16.Rxe4 dS! 17.2f3 (17.Axd5 
Qxh3 18.gxh3 WxdS 19.Bxf6 dg7+) 
17... @xh3 18.gxh3 2g5 


19.8h1 @h8 20.b4 xc 21.Bxcl Axf3 
22.Wxf3 cxb4 23.Hcdl Hc8 24.Bxd5 
Wb6 (very curious: Black’s king is 
exposed, but it’s not easy to check it) 
25.Whe Wee 26.Wd4+ f6 27.Hd1?? 
(27.Wd2 f5¥) 27...Bfd8. After universal 
exchanges on dS, the ending turns out to 
be technically won for Black, Le Roux- 
Popov, Aix-les-Bains Ech 2011 

10..fxe6 11.2e3 We7 12.Wd2 Had8 

13.Bae1 a6 14.04 Ad7 15.f4 Db6 

16.b3 d5 17.exd5 exd5 18.2d1 Wd6= 
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Black compensates for the opponent's 
bishop pair by healthy development and a 
strong and mobile centre. 
19.93 d4 20.2f2 Ad5 21.294 Bfes 
22.oxe8+ Hxe8 23.He1 He7 24.2f3 
Deb4 
A reasonable set-up. It is necessary to pay 
scrupulous attention to the light-squared 
bishop, because it has no opponent. 
That's why Black strengthens his control 
of the square d5. 
25.Db2 Hxe1+ 26.Wxel &f8 
It is difficult for a human to risk the line 
26...Axc2 27. We8+ BF8 28.Act+ Wee 
(only move) 29.Wb8 with compensa- 
tion; but there was another way that was 
not so bad: 26...0e3 27.Act Axct 
28.bxc4 Wd7=. 
27.Wd2 
27 West. 
27..b5 28.axb5 axb5 29.2d3 2xd3 
30.Wxd3 Ab4 31.We4 
31.Wxbs @xc2. 
31...We7 32.Wa8+ &f7 33.Wb8 Wd7 
34.Wb6 2f8= 


White cannot conjure up anything real. 
35.2e4 We7 36.2f3 Wd7 37.2e4 
We7 38.2f3 Wd7 39.2e2 Ya-V2 


In the next example it was vice versa: a dis- 
tinguished grandmaster was leading the 
black pieces. He managed to block the en- 
emy bishop by smart manoeuvres and win. 
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Game 221 


Zugic,Igor 
@ Wojtkiewicz,Aleksander 
New York 2000 (4) 
1.44 96 2.0f3 297 3.e4 c5 4.d5 D6 
5.2c3 d6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.dxe6 
Axe6 9.0g5 
Principled, but, with a full mobilization 
of Black’s pieces, hardly dangerous. 
9...c6 10.f4 2d4 
The scoffing deviation 10...c8!?= is of 
interest. 
11.Dxe6 fxe6 12.2e3 Wb6 13.2b1 
We6 14.2xd4 cxd4 15.Wxd4 @d5 
15...Ag4. 
16.847! Axf4 17.Wxc6 bxc6 
18.23 Hab8 19.0a4 2e5F 
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The difference in the bishops’ activity is 
obvious. 
20.b3 &g7 21.93 Dh3+ 22.492 
4g5 23.ab2 &xb2 
The right decision. In this way there 
won't be any drawn endings with bishops 
of opposite colour. 
24.Exb2 c5 25.c3 a5 26.2d2 Hb6 
27.294? Hes 
Why not capture the pawn? 27...Bxfl 
28.&xfl Dxe4F. 
28.h4 Df7 
28...Dxe4. 
29.2e2 He5 
The sense of Black's last moves becomes 
clear. Black prefers leave pawn e4 on the 


Aleksander Wojtkiewicz 


board because it hinders the white 
bishop. But this is hardly stronger than 
capturing it. 
30.Hfd1 Hd8 31.4f2 &f6 32.he3 
Se7 33.Hf1 Ha8 34.0b1 hé 
35.Hdb2 a4 36.bxa4 Exb2 37.Exb2 
Bxa4 


be 
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The skilled grandmaster has achieved a 
very comfortable position. White’s pawn 
structure is in ruins. His bishop is passive. 
The rest is smooth sailing. 
38.2b7+ &f6 39.0b6 Hxa2 40.Exd6 
He2 41.5d8 Hxc3+ 42.6f2 h5 
43.5f8+ e7 44.2a8 Hb3 45.ad1 
Hb2+ 46.e3 Hg2 47.f4 2d3+ 
48.3f3 Hb2 49.e3 De5 50.8f4 
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Sf6 5108+ Af7 52.Hc8 od2 
53.2f3 Hd3 54.e5+ “xe5 55.2e4 
Hd4 56.5f8+ &e7 57.98 “c4 
58.Hg7+ Sd6 0-1 


C) Manipulations with Bishops 

The bishops’ sallies 8.2g5, 8.2f4, 8.2c4 
are worthy of attention, as is the pawn 
move 8.h3, but they also lead to a 
two-sided struggle, where Black's 
chances are not much worse than 
White's. 

If White plays 2e2-c4, then closing the 
centre with ...e6-e5 looks logical, though 
...e6xd5 is interesting too. The weakening 
of point d5 is not dangerous. 


Game 222 

Borovikov, Vladislav 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Pardubice 2006 (8) 

1.44 DFE 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.2c3 

Qg7 5.e4 d6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 

8.24 
An interesting decision. The bishop 
spends an extra tempo, but it gets to c4 
only after the move ...e7-e6. The idea is 
clear — to use this piece in case the diago- 
nal a2-g8 is opened. 

8..e5 
8...exd5!?. 

9.2ad2 2h6 
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Reasonable, as Black is planning opera- 
tions on the kingside. 
16.Wd3 Dfd7 17.a5 Ac8 
This is not necessarily a very bad place for 
the knight. The manoeuvres ...c8-a7-bS 
or ...c8-e7-f5(-d5) are possible. Besides, 
the d6-pawn is reliably protected now. 
18.Wd2 


Wa 284 


18... Df67! 19.a4 Ad7 20.492 WdB 
21.295 2f6 22.2h6 Qg7 23.2e3 
De7 24.h4 f5 25.95 He5 26.h1 
The f-pawn can’t control the squares g4 
and eS simultaneously: 26.f4 Ag4. 
26...Wd7 27.0f4 Ag4 
Now exchanges are inevitable, and this 
means that Black will untangle the ball of 
his pieces and take over the initiative. 
28.2xg947! 
28.Bf3 Axe3+F. 
28..fxg4F 29.0xf8+ Hxf8 30.4? 
Time trouble. Better was 30.24. 
30... Wf5—+ 


ke 
am a Ba 
rn 


a 
& ih 


a 
& 


31.0xd6 Wf3+ 32.291 
33.004 g3 34.2xc5 gxf2+ 


@xd5 
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34... Df4 35.fxg3 Wxg3+—+. 
35.Qxf2 Wg4+ 36.h2 Wxc4 = 0-1 


Game 224 
Pelletier, Yannick 
@ Kengis,Edvins 
Calvia ol 2004 (7) 

1.04 d6 2.d4 Af6 3.4c3 g6 4.0f3 

&g7 5.2e2 0-0 6.0-0 c5 7.d5 e6 
7... 94; 7...Da6. 

8.24 exd5 9.exd5 Da 10.0d2 
10.2xa6! bxa6 11.Ad2 DhS 12.8e3 FS 
with counterplay. 

10...c7 11.2¢4 b5! 


12.Axd6 b4 13.4a4 Dcxd5 14.293 
Wa5S 15.b3 2a6 16.He1 7?! 
16.2xa6 Wxa6 17.AxcS Wc6 18.0d3 
(18.4cb7 a5 with initiative) 18... Ah5=. 
16...2ad8 17.a3 bxa3 
17...He4!? 18.WxdS @xg3 19.hxg3 
&xal with immense complications. 
18.c42? 
18.2xa6 Wxa6 19.AxcS Whe 20.Acb7 
Bd7 21.8xa3 Ac3 22.WF3 DhS=. 
18.72? 
18...2b4! 19.Wel (19.Wb1 BhS-+; 
19.2f3 @De8-+; 19.Hxa3_ Dc2-+; 
19.Qf1 DhS 20.2e5 We7—+) 19...DhS 
20.8xh5 &xal 21.Wxal Ac2-+. 
19.Wel Ac8?! 
Better was 19...Ae8 20.He4 Qxal 
21.Wxal OS. 
20.Axc8 2xc8 21.2e5 De4 
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21..Bfe8 22.2c3 We7 23.Wxa3t. 
22.2xg7 Sxg7 23.Wxa3 Hd2 

Better was 23... fe8. 
24.213! Oxf2 25.Wxc5 Wd8 26.Bf1 
We? 

26...Ag4t. 
27.We3l+— Hfd8 28.2d5 H2xd5 
29.cxd5 2g4 30.Wxa7 Hd7 31.2xf6 
Exa7 32.Hff1 &f5 33.ac5 Hc7 
34.Bact Ha7 35.d6 1-0 


The sortie &cl-g5 is motivated by the 
desire to occupy square d5 exclusively. 
The following long-suffering game of the 
author in Toulouse and two fragments in- 
cluded in its notes show some exemplary 
ideas for both sides in this line. With nor- 
mal play Black’s chances are not worse. 


Game 225 


Barsov,Alexey 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Colomiers 2008 (8) 

1.04 Of6 2.Of3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.c3 g6 

5.e4 897 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 8.295 
This move looks logical, White fights for 
the key point dS, planning to put the 
knight there. However, Black is not 
obliged to capture 8...exd5 at once. 

8...h6 9.24 g5 
9...exd5!? 10.Axd5 g5 11.0xfo+ Wxfo 
12.2g3 Wxb? is unclear. 

10.293 exd5 11.exd5 
Unpretentious. 1 1.2d2!?. 


xa42W Re 
aa ae 
a @ & 
aa a 

& 
ws B, 
ABAWDS AAR 
& Woes 


A sample from the play of an aesthete. In 
the search for an advantage, White has to 
resort to such exotic manoeuvres. 
11...2cé6 (there are also other acceptable 
options: 11...dxe4 12.@dxe¢ @xe4 
13.@xe4 is unclear; 11...d4!? 12.0b5 
Des& 13.0ct BeS 14.AxeS5 dxeS 
15.Qxe5 a6 16.Ha3 Dc6 17.2g3 Ae 
with counterplay) 12.exdS @d4 13.2d3 
DFS 14.Axf5 QxfS 15.Ac4t Des 
16.4?! (attractive is 16.@bS but here the 
position is not so clear either: 16...Qd7 
17.@bxd6 (17.24) 17...0axd6 18.2xd6 
He8 19.293 £5 20.f3 &bS is unclear) 
16...g4 17.8h] Wd7 18.@e3 @c7 
(18...2xc3!? 19.bxc3 Df6) 19.De2 Hfes 
20.2f2 bS 21.4g3 Hxe3!? 22.8xe3 


Q&xb2 23.8b1 unclear, Sargissian- 
Gdanski, Warsaw Ech 2005. 
11.05 


In order to push forward the f-pawn. 
11...Qe8 12.@d2 (12.h4 fS (12...¢4 
13.0h2 fS 14.Wd2 Afe 15.8f4+) 
13.hxg5 hxgS 14.@h2 @d7 15.Wel f4 
16.He4 HFS 17.94 fxg3 18.0xg3 Bra 
19.AhSt) 12..f5 13.64 g4 14.Hel 
d4+ 15.2f2 Wf6 with counterplay. 


12.2d2 Dxg3 13.fxg3 

zaewW Bell 

aa ae 
a a 

as 4 

a) i 
&ABADLMAB 

pq WES 


Principled and predictable. White dreams 
of consolidation on the f5-square. 

13.5 
13...Dd7!? 14.8d3 DeS 15.2f5 (White 
keeps strong control over the light squares, 


but we should remember that the bishop 
on g7 is not closed in by its own pawns, as 
often happens in the King’s Indian De- 
fence; here it is highly active) 15...c4 (a 
good move, opening the diagonal g1-b8) 
16.8h1 &xfS 17.8xf5 Wbé with 
counterplay: 18.Ade4 Wxb2?! 19.Bb1 
Wa3 20.0b5 Wxa2 21.Hal Wb2 22.Hb1 
Wa2 23.h3 Had8 24.Hal Wb2 25.8b1 
Wa2 26.0f6+ Qxf6 (better is 26...h8) 
27.Bxf6 Dg6 (27...g7!2) 28.Axd6 
Wa3? 29.05 (29.Dxf7 Hxf7 30.Exg6+ 
@h7 31.Whs Ws 32.Hxh6+ Wxho 
33.Wxf7++—) 29...Wc3 30.Axh6+ &g7 
31.Qg4 Hd7 32.Bf3 WaS 33.Wd4+ 1-0 
Halkias-Gareev, Moscow 2007. 
14.0c4 Dab 

14.,.2xc3!? 15.bxc3 bS 16.0e3 We7 
17.Wd2 He8 18.f2 (the only move, 
and a rare sight!) 18..f4 (18...8d7 
19.Baelt) 19.gxf4 gxf4 20.0d1 a6 
21.2d3 WgS 22.24 c4 23.Re2 Dd7 
24.@g1 unclear. 


15.a4 
15.AbS @c7 (15...Hf6 16.24 (16.Hel 
@c7  17.QhS Bh7)  16...Ac7£) 


16.Abxd6 Qxb2 (16...bS 17.Axc8+) 
17.Qxb2 (17.Bb1 Qd4+ 18.@h1 
@xdS=) 17...Wxd6 18.24 (18.0c4 
Wxd5 19.Ad6 Be6=) 18...b6 19.Wd2 
&b7 20.c4 Deo 21.Hael Ad¢4 is unclear. 
15...c7 16.2h1 b6 17.2437! 


zoswW Be 
a @ a 
‘ @ ry 
TY | 
ABA 
Aom F 
|_ A AB 
Ho Bwecrle 
17...Eb8?! 
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Puzzling complications could have arisen 
after 17...8xc3!?: 18.bxc3_ @xdS 
19.Qxf5 BxfS 20.BxfS @xc3 21.Wd3 
QxfS 22.WxfS We7 23.Wg6+ (23.Bf1! 
g7 (23...Bf8 24.Wg6+ We7 25.Bxf8+ 
Sxf8 26.Wxd6o+ Gg8 27.De5+) 
24.WF3 Det 25.He3 Wee 26.0f5+ 
Gh8 27.Dxh6 Axg3+ 28.Wxg3 Wxhe 
29.Wc3+2) 23...W97 24.Wxdo BABE; 
17...2a6!? 18.4e3 f4 19.gxf4 Qxc3 
20.bxc3_ gxf4 21.0fS ExfS 22.8xf5 
Qxfl 23.Wxfl Wg5 24.2e4 De8 25.a5 
6 26.2f3 bxaS= and Black is holding 
out on the dark squares. 
18.Wh5 2a6 
18...We8 19.Wxe8 Axe8 20.AbS#. 
19.He3 Q2xd3 20.cxd3 f4 
20...We8!? 21.Wxe8 Hbxe8 22.0xfS 
&xc3 23.bxc3 AxdS 24.Axh6+ Hh7 
25.Df7 Axc3 26.Dxg5+ Sg (26...Hg7 
27.Bxf8 Sxf8=) 27.Exf8 Bxf8 is un- 
clear. 
21.gxf4 gxf4 22.Af5 Wg5 23.Aaxg7 
xg7 24.Wf3 Hbe8 25.Hae1 Hxet 
26.Bxe1 Hes?! 
More solid was 26...2f5 27.Ae4 (27.He4 
@xdS (27...a6 28.d4 c4 29.We2 bS 
30.He7+ Bf7 31.8xf7+ Sxf7 32.axb5 
axbS¥) 28.AxdS HxdS 29.Hxf4 Hes 
30.h4 We7+) 27...Wg6 28.Ac3=. 
27.He4 Hf8 28.He2 He8 29.4e4 
W46 30.h4 He5 
30...Axd5 31.hS with the initiative. 
31.Ac3| 
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31.5? 

Time trouble. 31...Hf5 32.He7+ Bf7=. 
32.Be4! Hxe4 33.dxe4t Wf6 
34.Wg4+ 2f8 35.4e2 Wxb2 
36.Axf4 

“Zeitnot fever’ starts. Each move is a mis- 

take. 

36... WI6 


The computer move 36...e7! is stron- 
ger. Black shouldn't forget about the 
passed c-pawn. If Black doesn’t get check- 
mated, it will proceed. 
37.296+ S97 38.h5 
38.DeS+!+—. 
38..e8 
The only move. 
39.Wd7+ 
39.5. 
39... W47 40.Wd8 c4 
40...8h7 41.e5+-. 
41.Wc8 Gh7 42.91 a6 43.Wxc4 
43.e5+—-. 
43...Dg7 44.Wc8 Wes! 
44...DxhS 45.0f8+ Sg7 46.De6+ Sh7 
47 Wxa6+—. 
45.Df8+ &g8 46.Wxe8 
46.Dg6. 
46...xe8 47.2d7 b5 48.axb5 axb5 
49.312 Sf7 50.e3 Se7 51.db8 


D6 52.Qc6+ bd7 53.04 b4 
& 
a a” 
& & 
& BA 
& 
A 


54.0f5 Dxh5 55.Axh6 b3 56.202 
Dg3 57.4c3 Dxe4+ 58.4xb3 Se7 
59.494 Sf7 60.c4 Sg6 61.204 
Ag3 62.de3 &g5 63.0c4 De2+H= 
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64.$e4 Dc3+ 65.604 De2+ 66.4d3 
Df4+ 67.6e4 Dxg2 68.Dxd6 Aa 
69.AF7+ Sf6 70.2xf4 Sxt7 Vea 


Ina similar construction a Russian grand- 
master could afford to exchange a couple 
of knights. It turned out to be enough for 
equality, and then even approximately 
170 extra Elo points could not shake 
Black's bastions. 


Game 226 

Ikonnikov, Viacheslav 

@ Hendriks, Willy 

Vlissingen 2000 (9) 

1.44 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.2c3 

&g7 5.e4 d6 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 e6 

8.h3 
This looks sluggish. Black was not going 
to use the g4-square anyway. 

8.exd5 9.exd5 Da6 10.2f4 Dc7 

11.44 b6 12.0b5 a6 
Pawn dé is weak, but dS is, too! 

13.20xc7 Wxc7 14.c4 
An achievement for White, but a couple 
of knights have been exchanged. And we 
know that exchanges facilitate the de- 
fence in constrained positions. 

14...Oh5 15.2¢1 2d7 16.ha2 Bfes= 


I would even say that Black holds a certain 
initiative. 

17.b3 h6 
17...Wb7. 


18.2.d3 b5 19.Wc2 Df6 20.2d2 b4 
Played solidly, which is no wonder as the 
white pieces are led by a higher-ranked 
chess player. 
20...bxa4 21.bxa4. 


21.aai He7 22.Hae1 
23.dxe1 He8 24.f4 Wc8 
The computer continuation 24...2f5 
25.Qxf5 gxfS is interesting, when 
26.WxfS? (26.03 De4 with counterplay) 
is bad because of 26...Ae4 27. Af3 Ag3¥. 
25.2f3 Dh5 26.Gh2 25 
Not at the best moment. 
27.2xf5 Wxf5 28.Wxf5 gxf5 


Exet 


ie 
e 
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2 By<) 


Ht SDS ee 


The only chance for White is to latch on 
to the weakness on f5. 
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29.Be1 
29.Qh4 He2 30.2cl Qf8 31.Axf5 Bc2 
with counterplay, intending to attack the 
b3-pawn. 
29...Hxe1 30.2xe1 &f6 31.2d2 Gh7 
32.94 fxg4 33.hxg4 Ag7 34.f5 h5! 
35.493 Be7 36.2f4 hxg4 37.dx94 
eB 38.ad2 Af6+ 39.4f3 Sg7 
40.He4 Dxe4 41.hxe4 a5 42.413 £6 
43.494 Sf7 44.8h4 2f8 Ya-Ye 
Black’s king remains motionless on f7, 
and his bishop can manoeuvre. The 
enemy cannot pass. 


The Manoeuvre ...Ab8-a6-c7 

I suggest as an illustrative example from 
the titanic struggle between Karpov and 
Kortchnoi, the last game of their World 
Champion Match in Baguio (Philippines). 
I won't be mistaken if I say that Soviet 
chess society was in excitement. The en- 
counter had an underlying political ten- 
sion. Viktor Kortchnoi had left the USSR 
not long before the match, having refused 
to return after a trip to Western Europe. 
The Soviet mass media were holding up 
the ‘defector’ to shame in every possible 
way. Our public got alienated from the 
great master. It cannot be said that we 
were all silly. But there were no alternative 
sources of information. The Internet age 
had not started yet, and on TV there were 
just 2-4 channels — Soviet ones, of course. 
However, old men, and _ especially 
women, who have never left the USSR, 
are still convinced that life is bad in the 
West. And if Europeans are richer, it’s 
only because ‘we had a war here 
(1941-45) and everything was de- 
stroyed’. Arguments like ‘The war ended 
65 years ago’ or ‘In Europe they also 
fought — Berlin, Warsaw, and Rotterdam 
suffered too’ are not accepted. 
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Back to chess. 

The match was played until one of the 
participants gained 6 victories (draws 
were not counted). From a losing 
position at 2:5, Viktor Kortchnoi man- 
aged to do the impossible: he levelled the 
score at 5:5! The pressure was at fever 
pitch. The 32nd game became the last. As 
precisely in this game the idea of 
..Db8-a6-c7 came to grief, I became 
prejudiced against this set-up. 

There are not many variations in the 
notes. Anatoly Karpov managed to win, 
outplaying his opponent strategically. 


Game 227 
Karpov,Anatoly 
@ Kortchnoi,Viktor 
Baguio City Wch-m 1978 (32) 
1.e4 d6 2.d4 Af6 3.c3 g6 4.Af3 297 
5.2e2 0-0 6.0-0 c5 7.d5 Dab BAF 
4c79.a4 b6 10.He1 2b7 11.24 
In anticipation of the pressure on pawn 
dS (otherwise why did the bishop come 
to b7?) and stopping ...e7-e6. 
11..0h5 12.295 DFG 13.Wd3 a6 
14.Had1 Hb8 15.h3 d7 16.We3 
a8 17.2h6 


EK 


White eliminates the most active enemy 
piece, after which the ...b6-b5-b4 ad- 
vance loses a bit of its impact. 
17..b5 18.2xg7 Sxg7 19.2f1 AE 
20.axb5 axb5 21.0e2 2b7 22.493 
a8 23.c3 Ha4 
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23...Wd7. 
24.243 Wa8 
Black has concentrated all his firepower 
on point d5, without allowing e4-e5. 
But... 
25.e5 dxeS 
Alas — in search of counterplay, all Black’s 
pieces have left for the queenside and his 
king is left out in the cold. 
25... Afxd5? 26.@hS+ gxhS (26...eh8 
27Wh6 Deo 28.Dg5+—-) 27.Wgs+ 
Hh8 28.Who f5 29.Ag5+—. 
26.Wxe5 @xd5 27.2xb5 Ha7 
28.0h4 2c8B 
28...b8. 
29.2e2 
29.Wes. 
29..2e6 30.c4 Db4 31.Wxc5 Wb8 
32.2f1 Hc8 33.Wg5 Sh8 34.2d2 


wx & 
x Aa a 
fas 

w 

aA ws 
WA 

A @ AA 
Hoe 


So Black has managed to escape mate, 
but he derives not much pleasure from 
this. White's two connected passed 
pawns will provide the inevitable out- 
come. 
34..0c6 35.Wh6 Hg8 36.0f3 Ws 
37.We3 &g7 38.095 &d7 39.b4 
Wa8 40.b5 a5 41.b6 Hb71-0 


Now let's come down to earth and look at 
an example from my own experience. 
Black’s defence appeared strong enough 
but sadly I have to inform you that the 
initiative was in White's hands until the 


break ...e7-e6. A philosophical question 
arises: why not play this at once (on the 
7th move)? 


Game 228 

Borovikov, Vladislav 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Pavlograd 2000 (3) 

1.44 Df6 2.23 c5 3.d5 g6 4.2c3 dé 

5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 Daé 

8.24 Ac7 9.a4 b6 10.h3 a6 11.He1 

&b712.2¢c4 Wd7 
This is the alternative to playing the 
knight to this square. From here the 
queen supports the advance ...b6-b5 and 
may potentially press on d5 (in case of 
e4-e5). 

13.Wd3 Had8 14.2h2 Wc8 15.Bad1 

Wa8 16.We3 Gh8 17.2d2 &g8 


For several more moves Black just sits and 
waits, believing in the solidity of his for- 
tress. 

18.hed1 Hfe8 19.0d3 Ef8 20.af4 

Efe8 21.2h6 2h8 22.295 
22.e5 dxeS 23.AxeS Afxd5; now in re- 
ply to the elegant 24.Wf4 the cool 
24...2f6 (24...Qxf4? 25.Qxf7#) fol- 
lows, which is unclear. 

22...0d7 23.3d2 
Prevention, prevention, prevention... 
ambiguous was the continuation 23.f4 
bS 24.axbS @b6 25.2b3 axbS with 
counterplay. 
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23...De5 24.211 16 
Too slow. 

25.0f3 
He should have played the more concrete 
25.He6!? Axe6 26.dxe6 Bg7 27.Axg7 
(27.2f4) 27...exg7 28.Dd5 with the 
initiative. 


25... Af7 26.24 2c8 27.Hb1 e6 


Reasonable; otherwise Black may gradu- 
ally choke due to shortage of space. 
28.dxe6 &xe6 29.Bbd1 Wc6 
30.0h2 b5 31.axb5 axb5 32.Wg3 
b4 
The situation has considerably changed, 
and not in White’s favour. He is forced to 
agree to a not very advantageous structure 
in the centre. Besides, a couple of pieces 
leave the board. 
33.20d5 Qxd5 34.exd5 Wd7 35.h4 
Ag7 36.4f3 He7 37.He2 Hde8 


38.Bxe7 Hxe7 39.2¢4 2h6= 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


In a Bundesliga encounter Daniel 
Fridman hurried with e4-e5 and then 
found himselfin an unpleasant ending. 

White's bishop was on bS during the 


entire game — useless and forgotten... 


Game 229 
Fridman,Daniel 
@ Rustemov,Alexander 
Germany Bundesliga 2005/06 (14.2) 
1.44 c5 2.d5 £6 3.Ac3 d6 4.e4 g6 
5.Of3 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.4d2 Dab 
8.0-0 “c7 9.a4 b6 10.c4 fab 
11.h3 &xc4 12.2xc4 a6 13.295 Hb8 
14.We2 Wc8 15.e5 dxe5 16.ad1 
16.Wxe5 @fxdS 17.4xd5 xe 
18.Axe7+ g7 19.Axc8 Bfxc8=. 
16...2d8 17.64 
Acrucial decision. 
17.04 18.8h2 b5 19.axb5 axb5 
20.2xf6 2xf6 21.axb5 xb5 
22.2xb5 2xb2 23.c4 2f6 24.Wxe4 


Black is slightly better due to his more ac- 
tive bishop. Its counterpart is unfortu- 
nately placed on bS. 
24...a8 25.Hde1 h5 26.93 
Otherwise ...h5-h4 will fix the weakness 
of the dark squares. 
26..Ha2+ 27.He2 Wf5 28.Wf3 Hda8 
29.Bxa2 Exa2+ 30.8f2 Hat 31.8f1 
Ha7 32.94? 
32.h4F. 
32...Ha2+ 33.0f2 
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The trouble is that it is impossible to re- 
treat the king because of 33.8h1 We2 
34.Wg3 h4 35.Wegl We4+. 
33..hxg4 34.hxg4 Exf2+ 35.Wxf2 
Wxg4 36.Wg93 We2+ 37.Wg2 Wh5+ 
38.Wh3 Wd1 39.We3 97 40.492 
Ad4 41.8f3 Wc2+ 42.8h3 Og1 
43.Wg3 22 44.Wf3 2d4 
There is no quick win for Black; it is nec- 


essary to undermine the enemy 
defences. 

45.2a6 Wel 46.2b5 £6 
46...f5!—+. 


47.294 S97 48.h3 2e3 49.f5 g5 
50.f6+ exf6 51.d6f5 
Once the second pawn gets to f5, this 
decides the struggle. 
52.Wxf5 Whit 53.93 Wol+ 
54.2h3 2f4 55.Wd3 Wh2+ 56.494 
f5+ 0-4 


The white bishop did not take part in the 
fight at all. 


The ...2.c8-g4 Sortie 
This resource is dictated by the idea to ex- 
change this bishop for White’s knight, 
and then to prevent the enemy pawns 
from leaving the al-h8 diagonal. Then 
White's light-squared bishop cannot par- 
ticipate in the struggle for the key 
squares. The ...b7-b5 advance on the 
queenside is simultaneously being pre- 
pared, which can’t be prevented. 


Game 230 
Chucheloy, Vladimir 
@ Gashimov, Vugar 
Germany Bundesliga 2010/11 (11) 
1.04 Af6 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.4c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2e2 0-0 7.0-0 294 8.h3 
Qxf3 9.2xf3 Da6 10.ke1 “d7 
11.2e2 Dc7 12.44 a6 13.295 
13.a5. 
13..Hb8 14.Wd2 b5 15.axb5 axb5 
16.a7 He8 17.Heal c4 18.5e1 
A strange decision. Now Black is obvi- 
ously ahead in the development of his 
initiative. 
18..c5 19.2f1 b4 20.0d1 
21.Ba2c3+ 
EK Wk @& 
aa8a 


aes 2 
a & 
a & 
HAAW BA 
(Is) BoaBSS 
White's pieces retreat in all directions. His 
only active piece, the bishop on g5, is 
shooting blanks. 
22.Wec1 cxb2 23.axb2 4c3 24.0a7 
DSxe4 25.We3 Dxg5 26.Wxg5 26 
27.Wd2 Wc8 28.4c4? DAb5 29.Ba5 
Rc3—+ 
The rest is perfectly simple. 
30.Wd1 Sxe1 31.Wxel Dc3 32.We3 
We7 33.Ha7 Wc5 34.Wxc5 dxc5 35.d6 
exd6 36.Axd6 Hel 37.f3 Hd8 0-1 


@b5 


Game 231 
Volodin,Alexander 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Peterhof 2008 (5) 
1.44.5 2.d5 d6 3.0f3 D6 4.4c3 g6 
5.e4 &g7 6.2e2 &g4 7.h3 Axf3 
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8.2xf3 Dbd7 9.0-0 0-0 10.2f4 a6 
11.44 b6 12.Wd2 Hb8 13.2fe1 
On 13.Qe2 bS may be possible, in the 
spirit of the Benko Gambit: 14.axbS axb5 
15.AxbS Dxet 16.Wd3 f5 17.13 Defo 
with counterplay. 
13.2h6 &xho 
counterplay. 
13..b5 14.axb5 axb5 15.Had1 b4 
16.He2 eB 17.b3 De5 18.We3 Dc7 
19.94 


14.Wxh6 bS with 


Hardly dangerous for Black. There is no 
attack. 

19...0xf3+ 20.Wxf3 DbSF 21.Wg3 

We7 
The knight on e2 is not very favourably 
placed. It can’t get to the blockading 
square e4. 

22.4924 23.491 cxb3 
Unnecessary complications would have 
resulted from 23...ad4 24.e5 @xc2 
25.exd6 Dxel+ 26.Hxel exd6 27.2xd6 
Wb7 28.2xb8 Exb8 29.bxc4 b3 30.Hb1 
b2 with compensation. 

24.cxb3 Wce3 
24...2c3!? 25.Hd3 Wh7 fastens on pawn 
d5, not allowing e4-e5. 

25.8e3?! Wc2 26.Hdd3 “c3 27.e5 

dxe5 28.2xe5 &xe5 29.Hxe5 

Wxb3?! 
29...Bb7! 
Bc7F. 

30.2xe7 Wc4 31.Wf3 Da4 


30.WF3 Wxb3  31.He2 
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31...Wa6 32.d6 b3? doesn’t work in view 
of 33.d7 b2 34.d8W Bbxd8 35.Bxd8 
We4 36.Hee8 Bxe8 37.Hxe8+ &g7 
38.g5+—. 
32.0e2 b3 
32...Dc5S 33.Hd4 We2 34.0 f4 Wad3 is 
unclear. 
33.He4 
35.2xb3 
35.0f5 Wb7 36.He7+ (36.0h6+ Hg7 
37.g5 We6; 37...f5? 38.Bxa4 Wxf3+ 
39.8xf3 b2 40.Ha7+ @h8 41.Hdd7+-) 
36...g7 37.957 f5—+. 
35...Wa8 
35...Exb3? 36.Hxb3 “cS 37.Heb4 and 
White is winning. 
36.0dd4 Hxb3 37.Wxb3  4c5 
38.Wf3 Dxe4 39.Bxe4 Vole 


Wb5 = 34.0d4  Wxd5 


Rare Lines 
In case White brings out the bishop to c+ 
before the move ...e7-e6, Black may re- 
frain from this breakthrough. Then the 
bishop on c4 remains boxed in by pawn 
d5 and can get under attack by ...b7-b5. 


Game 232 


Elianov,Pavel 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Deizisau 2004 (4) 

1.04 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.03 dé 

5.e4 8976.2c4 
Arare line. The bishop is useful here only 
if the centre is open. Otherwise it occu- 
pies a good square for the knight and may 
provoke ...b7(b6)-b5. 

6...0-0 7.0-0 
7.43? bS!. 

7.294 
When the white bishop is on c4, this at- 
tack seems to have more sense. Now 
4f3-d2 is impossible. 

8.3 Qxf3 9.Wxf3 Abd7 10.Wd1 
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Making way for the f-pawn. 

10...e8 11.Be1 a6 
11...0c7 12.a4 £5!? is unclear, Grischuk- 
Markowski, Batumi Ech-tt 1999. 

12.a4 b6 13.2g5N 
13.Ha3 @c7 14.Hb3 He8!? (14...b5?! 
15.axb5 Dbo 16.4f1! c4 17.Hb4! aS 
18.Exc4 @xc4 19.Qxc4t) 15. Qf4 
(15.f4 bS! 16.axbS @b6 17.Qf1 c4 
18.Hb4 a5 19.Bxc4 Axct 20.Axc4 
Qxc3 21.bxc3. AxbS!F)  15...0b8 
16.We2 Wc8 17.293? (17.WEl! Des 
18.2e2 e6 19.dxe6 fxe6 20.Hd1 Hd8) 
17...HeS  18.f42 (18.RxeS! QxeS 
19.Wd3!) 18...Axc4 19.Wxc4 Wd7! 0-1 
Socko-Dautov, Ohrid Ech 2001. 

13...c7 14.14 He8 15.2h4 216 


16.22 
After 16.2xf6 exf6 Black’s control of 
point eS increases. 

16...2b8 17.Wd3 Wc8 
It is difficult to prevent the ...b6-b5 push. 
Black is gradually preparing it. 

18.cad1 Wb719.e5 
White must hurry before the b-pawn 
pushes away his pieces. 

19...297 20.Wf3 b5 21.axb5 axb5 
Let's ask ourselves: what was the sense of 
putting the bishop on c4? 

22.2f1 dxe5 23.fxe5 Axe5 24.Wg3 

Bcd 
24...0d7 25.d6. 

25.b3 


If 25.&xc4 bxc4 and pawn b2 gets under 
strong pressure. 

25....0d6 26.2xc5 b4 
Pawn d5 falls. 


27.244 Oxd5 28.W13 3 
& ae 
w £ada 
a 45 


29.Wxb7 
Not good is 29.8xd6 @xd1 30.2xb8 
Ad4+ 31.8h1 Df2+ 32.Gh2 Wxbs+ 
33.g3 e6 (33...e5) 34.2c4 Wa8F. 
The lesser of two evils was 29.Axc3 
Wxf3 30.gxf3 &xc3 31.Rxd6 exd6 
32.Bxe8+ Hxe8 33.Hxd6F with an ob- 
vious draw. But the Elo favourite wasn’t 
willing to play this unpromising end- 
ing. 
29...Axb7 30.2xb4 Axd1 31.Bxd1 
Now White is an exchange down, but the 
couple of passed pawns on c2/b3 is po- 
tentially dangerous. 
31..2f8 32.2e1 Hed8 33.Hb1 e5 
34.b4 Oc5 
The fewer pieces, the freer rooks feel. 
35.2xc5 &xc5+ 36.h2 e4 37.c3 f5 
38.293 2d6 39.2xd6 Hxd6 40.c4 
Bc67! 
The computer suggests the rigid 
40...Rbd8!?—+ but I wanted to stop the 
enemy pawns. 
41.493 S97 42.4f4 Sf6 43.94! 95+ 
44.$e3 Se5 45.gxf5 Haé 
White's idea was 45...8xf5 46.b5 Hc5 
47.444, whichis unclear. 
46.Hb3 Hba8 47.b5 Ha3 
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x 


As the last rook is exchanged, White runs 
out of resources. 
48.0xa3  Hxa3+ 49.8f2 Hf3+ 
50.ge1 &d4 0-4 


Now, a few nuances. Let’s imagine that 
during preparation for a game you find 
out that your opponent avoids topical 
variations by 1.d4 @f6 2.25. 

Basically, this is all right for Black, but if 
you want, there is a way to prevent it. In 
reply to 1.d4 we will answer 1...c5. After 
2.d5 @f6, 3.g5 is not so crucial, as 
White has already defined the position of 
his central pawn. In turn White obtains 
new resources. In particular, he can push 
forward his f-pawn and only after that 
bring the knight out to f3. For example: 


Game 233 


Ovod,Evgenija 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Lipetsk 2010 (7) 

1.44 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c3 d6 4.e4 g6 

5.f4 2976.03 0-0 7.04 
Hindering ...b7-b5, but having spent 
tempi on pawn moves White lags in de- 
velopment. After 7.2e2 the statistics for 
Black are magnificent: 7...b5 8.&xb5 
(better 8.e5 dxeS 9.fxeS gd unclear, 
Belkadi-Friedgood, Lugano ol 1968) 
8...Axe4 9.Dxe4 Wa5+ 10.0c3 Bxc3+ 
11.bxc3 WxbS. 

7...e6! 8.dxe6 2xe6 9.2e2 Ac6 
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Black has no problems, a2-a4 may turn 
out to be in vain. 
9...d5? looks too early: 10.e5 Set 
11.@xe4 dxe4 12.Wxd8 Hxd8 13.g5 
dS 14.Re3 ho 15.Hh3 OF84, Larsen- 
Hort, Montreal 1979. 

10.0-0 @d4 
Simple development by 10...We7 is quite 
good too. 

11.2xd4 cxd4 12.0b5 
12. Wxd4 Dg4 13.e5 (13.Wd3 Wb6+ 
14.@h1 @f2+ 15.Hxf2 Wxf2 16.23 
Wh4 unclear) 13...dxe5 14.Wxd8 Haxd8 
15.h3 @f6 16.fxeS Dd7 17.He3 a6 
18.He4 QxeS= Pakleza-Macieja, Ustron 
2007. 

12...axe4 13.0xd4 Hc8 
13...Wb6!? 14.c3, Qxd4+ 15.Wxd4 
Wxd4+ 16.cxd4 Hac8 with initiative and 
play on the light squares. 

14.213 d5 
14..Wb6 15.2e3 Bet 16.25 Wxb2 
17.Dxe6 fxe6 18.Hb1 We3 with initia- 
tive; 14...d5. 

15.2€3 a6?! 
15...8d7= 16.Db5? Qxb2. 

16.2xe6! fxe6 17.2xe4 
17.c3£. 

17...dxe4 18.c3 
Due to some inaccuracies by Black White 
has taken over the initiative. Now Black 
must be accurate. 

18..Wd3 19.Wxd3 exd3 20.Had1 

Efd8 21.2b6 Bd7 22.0f3 Hc6 23.a5 
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23.Qf2. 
23...Hed6 24.2 


24...e5! 

Otherwise Black risks losing the forward 
pawn on d3 without compensation. 
25.fxe5 Qxe5 26.%e37! 
27.2d4 Be5= 28.2xe5 

29.Bxd3 Bxe5+ 30.4f2 Hde7 
30...Bxd3 31.Bxd3 HxaS 32.Bd8+ &f7 
33.Hd7+ e6 34.Bxb7 (34.Bxh7) 
34...Hb5 35.Hxb5 axb5=. 

31.b4 He2+ 32.493 &g7 33.Hd6 

Hc234.2b6 Hce2?! 
34...Bc7 35.8h2 Bd7= 

35.c4l+ H2e6 36.Exe6 
36.cS would have created certain prob- 
lems. 

36...xe6 37.c5 He4 38.0f4 He3+ 
38...Bxf4?? 39.xf4 Sf6 40.b5 Seo 
(40...axb5 41.c6+—) 41.c6+—. 

39.5f3 
39.@f2 Hb3 40.Hd4 ho=. 

39_He4 40.24 He3+ 41.3 Hed v2-12 


Axh2 
He6 


For dessert, for fans of sharp and non- 
standard variations here is one more di- 
rection. It is played very rarely — it is more 
suitable for rapid or blitz games. 

After 1.d4 5, 2.e4!? can follow, dragging 
the opponent into the Sicilian Defence. 
However, here after 2...cxd4 3.0f3 White 
must also reckon with 3...e5!? besides 
‘normal’ continuations, as the knight can- 


not capture this pawn 4.xe5? because of 
4...Wa5+. This line leads to fanciful, dif- 
ficult-to-estimate positions. 


Game 234 
Moosavian,S Hamed 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Urmia 2008 (9) 
1.d4.c5 2.e4 cxd4 3.2f3 e5!? 


xa oweeakz 


4.03 
4.204 d6 5.c3 dxc3 6.Axc3 Dc6 7.Ags 
(7.b3 Wd7) 7..@h6 8.0-0 Be7 is 
unclear; 4.0xe5?? Wa5S+. 

4.006 
4...dxc3. 

5.2¢4 
S.cxd4 exd4 6.@xd4 Df6 7.0c3 Ab4 
8.Axc6 dxc6 9.Wxd8+ Gxd8 10.f3 
(10.2g5 h6 11.0-0-0+ &e7= Sebag- 
Muzychuk, Moscow 2010) 10...2e6 
11.Qe3 Dd7 12.23 Bd6 13.0-0-0 Bc7 
14.f4 Db6 15.8d3 Dc4 16.Qxc4 
&xc4= Spangenberg-Krasenkow, Buenos 
Aires 1998. 

5...Df6 6.095 
6.Wb3? DaS 7.2xf7+ Be7F. 

6...d5 7.exd5 a5?! 
7...AxdS 8.WF3 Be6 unclear; 
7...b5 8.dxc6 bxc4 9.Wa4 Wd5 is also 
unclear. 

8.2b5+ 2d7 9.We2 dxc3?! 
9...Wc7 10.0-0 0-0-0 unclear. 
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10.Wxe5+ We7 

[xe Ree & 
ai OOF ai 
AOMAW W 


a 
AB AAR 
Has © p= 


11.xd7+ @xd7 12.Wxe7+ &xe7 
13.0xc3t 
As a result of wild complications White 
turns out to have an extra pawn. 
13..0-0 14.0-0 Hfd8 15.Age4 Afé 
16.0d1 Axe4 17.dxe4 Dc4 18.b3 
d6 
Trying to consolidate on the blockading 
square d6. 
19.f3 
19.2a3. 
19...dxe4 20.fxe4 2f6 21.0b1 He8 
Stirring up at least some intrigue. 
22.5e1 
22.2b2 Qxb2 23.Exb2 Hxe4 24.d6 Hd8 
25.Hc2 Gf8 26.Hc7 still gave White a 
small advantage. 
22..2¢c3 23.He2 f5 24.295 hé 
25.2h4 fxe4 26.d6 95 27.2f2 Had8 
28.5d1 


gE 


28...2.a5? 
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By considerable efforts Black has man- 
aged to complicate the realization of 
White’s advantage as much as possible. 
Now the cool 28...a6 29.Bc2 (29.2b6 
Hd7=) 29...2a5= would have kept an 
approximate balance; 28...2b4 29.d7£; 
28...b6 29.Hc2 Qf6 30.d7 He7 31.Bc7 
(31.88 Exd7¥) 31...e3. 

29.2xa7! 
Played without prejudices. My hopes that 
in time trouble the man wouldn't dare to 
take this pawn were vain... 

29...b6 30.d7 B e7 31.64 2xb4 
31...Hdxd7 32.Hxd7 Hxd7 33.bxaS 
Hxa7 34.axb6+—. 

32.2xb6 Hdxd7 33.xd7 Hxd7 

34.Bxe4 2a3 35.2e3 &f7 
35...Hd1+ 36.8f2 Hal 37.Ha4 Hxa2+ 
38.6f3 Hal 39.Qd4 Hdl (39...g4+ 
40.Sxg4¢ Hdl 41.8a8+ £7 42.2e3+) 
40.be2+-. 
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36.Ha4 2cl 37.8f2 xe3+ 
38.éxe3 Hdi 39.8d4 Hei+ 
40.6f3 Hal 41.h&d2 h5 42.%e4 
Se6 43.d4 Hel 44.¢d3 h4 
45.h3 Se5 46.8c2 Hal 47.4c3 
Gd5 48.b2 Hel 49.24 He4 
50.b3 94 51.a5 
51 .hxg4!? Bxg4 52.25. 
51..gxh3 52.gxh3 He3+ 53.4b4 
Exh3 54.a6 2g3? 
54...Hh1 55.Ha2 (55.a7 Hal 56.HcS+ 
Sd4 57.HaS Hbi+ 58.4? Sc4—+; 
55.Hc5S+ &d4 56.Bc4+ SdS 57.8b5? 
Hbi+ 58.8b4 Exb4+ 59.&xb4—+) 
55...Hb1+ 56.8a5 Sc6 57.Hc2+ Sd6 
58.a7 Hal+ 59.b6 Hbl+ 60.%a6 
Hal+ 61.6b7 Bb1+ 62.4c8 Hal=. 
55.a7 Bg8 56.2b5 #e5 57.2h2 Bhs 
58.Bxh4 Exh4 59.a8W 
and the Iranian player won after several 
more moves. 


Chapter 17 


A Disturbing Check 


1.04 D6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.0c3 96 5.e4 2976.2b5+ 


A widespread enough bishop sortie. With this disturbing check White aims to cause 
disharmony in the enemy camp. Now some piece has to go to d7. 

In case of the logical 6...@bd7, the c8-bishop is intercepted; it cannot go to g4¢ and 
won't be able to support ...e7-e6. 

The slightly exotic 6...Afd7 also disables this bishop fora long time. 

The ‘naive’ 6...Qd7 is met with a2-a4, practically forcing the bishop to remain on 
d7, hindering its own knight on b8. The exchange ...&d7xb5S, a4xbS looks absolutely 
childlike as White’s position looks beautiful. Without having made a move, the 
al-rook exerts unpleasant pressure on pawn a7. Pawn bS restrains Black and prevents 
the standard plan with ...b7-bS. An ideal blockade square is provided for the knight on 
c4. 

However, not everything is so straightforward here. In constrained situations the ex- 
change of even one piece may ease the plight of the defender. Therefore Black can play 
8...Qxb5. 

The statistics of my games are: +2-1=6. Opponents: from 2300 to 2625. Practice 
shows that Black does not have great difficulties and his counterplay is quite sufficient 
for equality. In rapid and blitz games (without special preparation) White faces real 
problems. 


Whatare the plans for both sides? Obviously, White should try to carry out the advance 
e4-e5. It is difficult to suggest a reasonable alternative. The face-to-face pressure on the 
a-file is warded off by the simple ...a7-a6. In his turn Black transfers his knights to c7 
and bé6, attacking pawn dS. Thus e4-e5 is impeded. Besides, after ...Wd7 and ...c5-c4 
there is a threat to the white pawn on b5. 
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However, the advance of e-pawn does not yield high profits. Black can exchange on e5, 
which leads to an ending which is slightly better for White, but extremely difficult to 


win. 


If Black is willing to fight for three results, he makes the provocative move ...f7-f6, 
enticing the enemy e-pawn to e6. But then his position expands like a spring (...c5-c4, 


...{6-f5) and he takes over the initiative. 


One more rarely used defensive resource is the mechanical stopping of pawn e4 by 
massive exchanges of minor pieces on eS. This is a passive strategy, but it can be quite 


enough for a draw. 


White’s perennial problem is that it is very difficult to rearrange his pawn from c2 to 
c4. The knight on c3 prevents this,.and it’s usually impossible to put it aside as it is con- 
cerned with the protection of the advanced pawn on bS. 


It's like a vicious circle. 


Along the way we will consider other possibilities for Black too. 


Section 1 —6...afd7 


Game 235 


Sokolov,Ivan 

@ Topalov, Veselin 

Hoogeveen 2006 (5) 

1.44 26 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.0c3 

97 5.e4 d6 6.2b5+ Afd7 7.24 Da6 

8.0-0 4c7 9.Be1 
It is more logical to avoid the exchange 
with 9.2c4 as Topalov used to do playing 
White, for example 9...0-0 10.Hel a6 
11.2f4 Hb8 12.Wd3 Abo (12...b5?! 
13.axbS5 @bé 14.bxa6!+ —Topalov- 
Velimirovic, Vrnjacka Banja 1991) 13.b3 
(13.2b3!? Bg4 14.4d2 cB 15.a5 
Qd7) 13..2g4 14.05 Qxf3 15.Wxf3 
dxeS 16.Qxe5 QxeS 17Hxe5 @d7 
18.Heel bS with counterplay, Elianov- 
Brodsky, Polanica Zdroj 1999.equ 

9..0xb5 10.axb5 0-0 11.2f4 Db6 

12.e5 2f5 
The bishop on f5 is a rare sight in the 
given system. 

13.h3 h6 14.We2 g5 15.293 Wd7 
The position is unclear. 

16.h471 6 
16...4 17.4h2 hS is unclear. 
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17.e6 We8 


18.Ah2 &g6 19.f4 Qh 20.Wd3 gxf4 
21.8xf4 Wg6F 
Again Black has the better chances with 
the white pawnon e6. 
22.21 £5 
22... Wxd3 23.cxd3 Rg6F. 
23.6h2 Wg4 24.Wg3 Wxg3+ 
25.Axg3 Re8 26.age2 Gh7 27.293 
c428.b3 He3 29.2aci Hg8 
White is completely paralysed. It’s para- 
doxical, but even though he has more 
space he cannot protect his weaknesses 
on g2,d5, and bS simultaneously. 
30.20d1 Dxd5 31.c4 Ab4 32.He3 a6 
33.bxa6 Exa6 34.dxf5 2f6 35.0f4 
Ha2 36.2d5 Oxd5 37.cxd5 &2h5 


Black's rooks and bishops, like an 
octopus’s tentacles, entangle the oppo- 
nent. At the same time there is only one 
weakness in his own camp — pawn e7. It 
is not difficult to protect it. 
38.0f1 Hd2 39.4e3 
39.Dxd6 Hxg3 40.xg3 Bed+. 
39..2d4 40.0c4 Hd3 41.2f4 Exb3 
42.2d2 Hb2 43.Hb1 296 44.Bxb2 
Qxb2 45.Hf3 Hf8 46.4c4 Re4 
47.2xd6 2xf3 0-4 
Despite the vigorous treatment by 
Topalov, the impression remains that 
White’s play can be improved (9.&.c4!?) 


Game 236 
Szymanski,Marcin 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Olomouc 2001 (1) 
1.04 DFE 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.4c3 dé 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ “Abd7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 a6 9.2e2 Hb8 10.He1 eB 


11.24 2c712.a5 
It is certainly not desirable to allow the 
opponent to have strong pawns on c5 and 
bS. 

12..b5 13.axb6 Hxb6 14.Wc1 e5 

15.2h6 f6 
Better 15...2xh6 16.Wxh6 Hxb2 
17.Qg5 @f6 (only move) and it isn’t im- 
mediately visible how White can con- 
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tinue his attack, while the b2-pawn 
drops. 
16.2xg7 &xg7 17.0d2 Hb8 18.4c4 
@b6 19.4a5 Qd7 20.Wd2 Wes 
21.b4 


Taking into consideration that White’s 

knights have left the kingside, it made 

sense to try 22...f5 with counterplay. 
23.2axb4 Dc5 2443 2b5 25.abc6 
Axc6 26.dxc6 We7 27.Hed1 Hfd8 
28.Hab1 @b5 29.2xb5 axb5 30.c4 
b4 31.Bxb4 Wa732.2xb8 Xxb8 

32...Dxe4+?? 33.8h1 @xd2 

34.Bb7++-. 
33.h1 We7 34.h3 

34.Wxd6 Wxd6 35.Bxd6 Bb1+. 
34...c8 35.Eb1 


The forceful 35.Wxd6! would have won: 

35... WxaS 36.We7+ Bh6 37.Wxfo+—. 
35..h5 36.h4 Ha8 37.ab7 Wxc6 
38.Wxd6 Wxd6 39.axd6 Ha6 
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40.2b5 Hc6 41.0ab7 @xb7 42.8xb7+ 
@h6 43.2b4 g5 44.hxg5+ &xg5 
45.2h2 Hc8 46.6h3 Hc6 47.93 Bc8 
48.492 h4 49.gxh4+ &xh4 50.¢f2 
$g5 51.%e3 Hc6 52Ha4 Hc8 
53.Ha5 Bxc4 54.f4+ Sg6 Vara 


Game 237 


Sokolov,Ivan 
@ Vuckovic,Bojan 
Kemer tt 2007 (5) 
1.44 216 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.dc3 
&g7 5.e4 d6 6.2b5+ @bd7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 a6 9.2e2 Hb8 10.2f4 
Not preventing the opponent's expan- 
sion. White, however, avoids the ex- 
change of pieces, which ensures him 
some advantage. 
10..b5 11.axb5 axb5 12.ad2 b4 
13.2a4 Ha8 14.c3 bxc3 15.bxc3 
Rab 16.c4 


xn @ Re 
awaa 
$0 w ma 
HA 
ABABAR 
AahAan 
BH BWeES 


16...We7 17.Wc2 Hfb8 18.c3 eB 
19.295 Db6 20.2 fb1 2cB 
The deployment of his pieces is one of 
Black's problems. 
21.0b5 Wd8 22.Bxa8 Hxa8 23.h3 
Qd7 24.f3 Ha6 25.4c3 Dad 
26.21 Hb6 27.2b3 Wb8 
Better was 27 ...xb3. Black should have re- 
duced the number of pieces on the board. 
28.Ha3 Db2 29.4c3 Hb4 30.ad2 
xc3 
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An unequivalent exchange: the bishop is 
more powerful than the knight in this po- 
sition. 
31.Wxc3 f6 32.2h6 Dad 33.Wg3 
9734.h4 Hb2 35.h5 


Here we see the force of the long-range 
bishop on hé. It is attacking and simulta- 
neously protecting d2. 
35..Sf7 36.hxg6+ hxg6 37.294 
&xg4 38.Wxg4+— 
The a4-knight is too far removed from 
the king. 
38...Wb4 39.Hg3 g5 40.0f3 Wxc4 
41.2xg5+ fxg5 42.0f3+ &g8 
43.Wc8+ Gh7 44.2xg7 1-0 
In both games Black waged a gloomy de- 
fence. 


Section 3 Bd7 
The most promising continuation. 
7.a40-0 


The Early h2-h3 
White narrows down the possibilities of 
the opponent by not allowing ...&c8-g4. 


In the following game (from the German 
team championship) both sides made 
mistakes. On the whole the initiative be- 
longed to White, but the position was not 
too far from even. I made the last mistake, 
after having relaxed a little (my team was 
victorious with 4,5 out of 8). 


Game 238 


Cicak,Slavko 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Germany tt 2010 
1.04 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.2c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 8.h3 
xb5 

8...2a6 is interesting: 9.0-0 @c7. It must 
be unpleasant for White to retreat the 
bishop; a tempo loss. In that case why did 
it go to bS? 10.Qxd7 @xd7 11.2f4 
(Krush-Harika, 39th Olympiad Women, 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2010) 11...f5!? with 
counterplay. White should have a rook on 
el (instead of playing h2-h3). Then he 
would threaten e4-e5. 

8...a6 looks doubtful: 9.8d3  e5 
(Akopian-Zviagintsev, Rijeka Ech 2010) 
10.Ad2+. 

9.axb5 Dbd7 10.0-0 He8 11.295 

4c7 12.Wd2 
12.We2 @bo 13.Hh2 Wd7 14.0g4 
(Sedlak-Chatalbashev, Cetinje tt 2010) 
14...hS is unclear. 

12... Db6 13.2h6 Ac4 14.Wel Wd7 
The immediate 14...&xc3?! is not good: 
15.bxc3 He8 16.0d2! Axd2 17.Wxd2 
@xbS (17...Wd7 18.c4+) 18.Bfb1 Wd7 
19.c4 @c7 20.Hxb7+ and the passed 
a-pawn is quite unpleasant for Black. 


15.2xg7 Sxg7 16.b3 Ab6 
The simple 16...4e5!? is curious, for ex- 
ample: 17.2xe5 dxe5 18.f4 exf4 


19. Wxf4 b6 (19...f6 looks worse in view 
of 20.Da4 Wd6 21.c4 b6 22.Wxd6 exd6 
23.Bf2+) 20.Wg3 @xbS 21.@xbS 
WxbS 22.We5+ fe 23.Wxe7+ Hf7 
24.Wd6# and it is not self-evident that 
White will be able to realize his advan- 
tage. 
17.Ba5 f6 

17...a6 18.bxa6 Hxaé 19Hxa6 Axa 
20.Wal f6 21.WaS or 21.AgS Ac7 is 
slightly better for White. 


Chapter 17 — A Disturbing Check 


18.Wd2 a6 19.bxa6 Hxa6 20.Hxa6 
@xa6 21.e2 Dc7 22.c4 
22.Hal Ha8 23.Hxa8 Abxa8. 
22...2a8 23.ah2 We8 24.f4 
24.0g4 Dd7. 
24...0d7 25.03 


25.05? 
A strategic mistake. 25...b5 26.e5 would 
have led to approximate equality: 
26...Ab6 27.Wel bxc4 28.bxc4 Wat 
(Black’s counterplay is evident. His rook is 
ready to leap to e8 if required) 29.exf6+ 
exf6 30.4d2 He8 with counterplay. 

26.dxe6 Wxe6 27.0d1 Ha6 28.2c3 

Wf7 29.Wb2 &g8 30.e5 dxe5 

31.fxe5 fxe5 32.Wd2 Df8 33.axe5 
33.Dg5+. 

33..Wg7 34.094 h5 35.He3 Dce6 

36.2c2 


ae 
a w | 
x ala 
a ry 
& ] 
AB &| 
ag Baul 
te 6 | 


36...2a8 
I should have tried 36...0d4!? 37.Axd4 
Wxd4+ 38.Wxd4 cxd4 39.Hxd4 Ha3 
40.@b5 Exb3, which looks like a draw. 
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37.We3 Hd8? 
Time trouble. 
38.0d5+ 
With 38.8xd8 @xd8 39.a4+ White 
could have won. 
38..0d7 39.de1! b6 40.Af3 c7 
41.Wf4! Dxd5 42.cxd5 Bf7 43.We3 
WH6 44.h47! 
44.d6 is more purposeful. 
44...He7 45.Wd2 Wd6 46.Wd3 Bd7 
46...Hf7. 
47.295 Wt4 48.d6 
48.Wc4t. 
48...We5 
48... Wxh4 49.Wd5+ dg7 50.Wes+ 8 
51.Bd2+— (51.De4 Bf7=; 51.Bd3+). 
49.oh1 &g7 50.Wf3 WES 
50...0h7 51.Wc6 WESE. 
51.Wc6 Wg4 52.0f3 Bf7 53.2d3 
53.Wxb6?? Hxf3. 
53...0d7 
I should have played the active 53...Ha7! 
with counterplay. I suppose that now 
White's chances are already better. 
54.0e3 Wt4 


54...WES. 
55.Be7 Wc1+?? 
atke 
| £wWA a 


Zeitnot. There was no time left to find 

55...WES 56.Wc8 Wb1+ 57.8h2 WFSt. 
56.091! Af8 

56...WE4 57.Wxd7 Wxh4+ 58.0h3 

Wel+ 59.$h2 WeS+ 60.BxeS Hxd7 

61.He6 Sf7 62.Ag5++—-. 
57.Wt3 1-0 
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Ajrapetian introduced an_ interesting 
treatment of the opening Having trans- 
ferred the knight by ...@b8-a6-c7, he 
forced the exchange on d7. Thus the 
pawn structure wasn’t transformed. Af- 
terwards, he confidently held a slightly 
worse ending against a very strong adver- 
sary. I believe that this game deserves 
close study. 


Game 239 


Korobov,Anton 
@ Airapetian,Gevorg 
St Petersburg 2011 (2.1) 
1.04 c5 2.d5 d6 3.e4 Af6 4.0c3 g6 
5.Of3 &g97 6.2b5+ Qd7 7.a4 0-0 
8.h3 Dab 
The knight is directed to c7 before the ex- 
change on bS. 
9.0-0 c7 10.He1 a6 11.2xd7 
11.2f1 bS with counterplay. 
11..2xd7 


eee 


Here it’s crucial that the exchange of bish- 
ops doesn’t change the pawn structure. 
12.We2 Hb8 13.2f4 b5S 14.axb5 
axb5 
With counterplay. 
15.Had1 He5?! 
Why spoil the structure? 15...Ab6= and 
16.@xb5? doesn’t work on account of 
16...AxbS 17.Wxbs Axd5—+. 
16.axe5 Qxe5 17.2xe5 dxe5 
18.5a1 Wd6 19.2a5 Wb6 20.Heal 


c4 21.4d1 Ha8 22.Bxa8 Hxa8 
23.Bxa8+ SxaB 24.He3 We7 
25.Wd2 Db6 26.Wb4t 
At last White takes the initiative, but the 
scarcity of material doesn’t allow him to 
take real advantage of his extra pawn on 
the queenside. 
26...Wd7 27.Wc5 Ac8B 28.Wc6 Wxc6 
29.dxc6 &f8 30.Ad5 Se8 31.c7+ 
Sd8 32.axb5 Ad6 33.0xd6 
33.3 e6F. 
33..exd6 34.f3 Sc7 35.f2 Sxc6 
36.e3 &c5 37.h4 hS 38.94 £6 
39.4d2 &b4 40.he3 &c5 41.402 
Sb4 42.$e3 Sc5 Verte 


The ...2g4 Sortie 
It takes the bishop two tempi to get to g4, 
but this doesn’t matter, as the opponent 
has spent time on &f1-bS-e2 (c4). The 
white bishop on bS will come under the 
blow of ...a7-a6 or @c7 anyhow. 
Arriving at g4 the bishop dooms itself to 
death (exchange for the knight) since there 
is no good square to retreat to. Black builds 
his hopes on the solidity of the Maginot 
Line on the dark-squared diagonal h8-al 
He should try not to let the opponent's 
pawns pass this line (e4-e5). It is feasible to 
keep this front line as the light-squared en- 
emy bishop can't help its pieces. 
Who if not me knows the power of Sergei 
Zhigalko, the number 1-2 in today's 
Belorussian chess? And even this guy got 
a worse position playing White. 


Game 240 
Zhigalko,Sergei 
@ Petroy,Marijan 
Warsaw 2010 (8) 
1.44 c5 2.d5 g6 3.e4 297 4.3 dé 
5.0f3 Of6 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 294 
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This exchange is also possible, creating 
space for manoeuvres in Black’s camp. 
9.h3 &xf3 10.Wxf3 Dab 11.295 DAc7 
12.2¢4 He8 13.Bad1 Ad7 
Typical play on the dark squares when 
there is an ‘extra’ light-squared bishop on 
c4. 
14.Wg3 a6 15.4 Wb8 
15...b5. 
16.e5 b5 17.axb5 axb5 18.2e2 b4 
19.2e4 5! 


Once again this blow enables Black to ob- 
taina fine position. 
20.2d2 dxe5 21.2¢4 AbS 
21... 8h82F 
22.2xb5 Wxb5 23.fxe5 
24.Wh4 2d4+ 
24...Axb2. 
25.8h1 e5 26.dxe6 Hxe6 27.b3 
Black's position is overwhelming. Despite 
a few inaccuracies he manages to realize 
his advantage. 
27.016 
27...He5. 
28.Hfe1 Wc6 29.Hxe6 Wxe6 30.3 
De4 31.20xd4 cxd4 32.2f4 Whe 
33.h2 Wc5 34.He1 He8 35.Ha1 h5 
36.Wel 
36.Ha6. 
36.95 37.2xg5 We5+ 38.491 
@xg5 39.Wxb4 We3+ 40.eh1 &hs 
41.Wd6 De6 42.Wd7 Hg8 43.Wt7 
Wg5 4493 Wg6 45.Ha7 Wrxf7 


xed 
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46.0xf7 Exg3 47.0xf5 Oxh3+ 
48.492 Hc3 49.8f6 Bxc2+ 50.293 
Hc3+ 51.6h4 Ag7 0-1 


In the following example, Vadim 
Zviagintsev operates very simply in gen- 
eral — I would even say ‘geometrically’. It 
looks as if he equalized easily. 


Game 241 

Shimanov,Alexander 

@ Zviagintsev, Vadim 

St Petersburg 2011 (2) 

1.04 c5 2.d5 Af6 3.c3 d6 4.e4 g6 

5.2b5+ Qd7 6.a4 2g7 7.Of3 0-0 

8.0-0 294 9Ge2 Axf3 10.axf3 

@bd7 11.295 h6 12.2e3 Wad 

13.Wd2 &h7 
Black played the _ straightforward 
...2d7-g4xf3 though nobody drove him 
to do it. It’s evident that Zviagintsev was 
convinced of the stability of Black’s con- 
struction. 

14.2e2 a6 15.43 Bfb8 16.0ad1 Wxd2 

17.Qxd2 h5 18.Af2 De8 19.c3 Ac7 

20.Ba2 b5 


We can say that by simple means Black has 

obtained quite acceptable counterplay. 
21.axb5 axb5 22.Bfal Hxa2 
23.Hxa2 Hb7 

All entry squares on the a-file are covered. 
24.0d3 Qh6 25.f4 f5 26.exf5 gxf5 
27.2xh5 D6 28.2f3 DcxdS 
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The pin on the h1-a8 diagonal is harm- 

less, because c3-c4 is impossible as usual. 
29.93 c4 30.0f2 e5 31.2a6 e4 
32.292 2f8= 


A picturesque position. 
33.2ad1 b4 34.2a1 bxc3 35.bxc3 
De7 36.He3 d5 37.2h3 Sg6 38.2a2 
Ag7 39.8f2 Dfg8 40.0a6+ Of6 
41.94 fxg4 42.xg4 Hb2 43.de1 
Hb3 44.2d6 Ya-V2 


The Main Line 
6.2b5+ &d7 7.a4 0-0 8.0-0 &b5 
9.axb5 Dbd7 


A) The Early e4-e5 with Transition into 
an Ending 

This break, as a radical solution to the 
problem, is less often seen. Why? The fact 
is that square eS is zealously protected by 
Black and in case of e4-e5, mass ex- 
changes will follow. Usually an endgame 
emerges which is slightly more favour- 
able for White, where the win is very dif- 
ficult to achieve. 

If White continues to struggle by inertia, 
contrary to objectivity, he even risks 
losing. 

I would consider as an illustrative exam- 
ple a game between elite opponents 
played in Linares, 2000. Peter Leko, with 
black, forced the exchange of queens and 


on the 26th move the game came to an 
end. We all know Vladimir Kramnik’s 
ability to win his games step by step, but 
even he couldn’t think up anything in this 
‘dry’ position. 


Game 242 
Kramnik, Vladimir 
@ Leko,Peter 
Linares 2000 (10) 
1.44 D6 2.f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.0c3 
&g7 5.e4 d6 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 2xb5!? 9.axb5 Abd7 10.We2 
De8 11.2f4N Dc7 
Black has prepared ...a7-a6 to break open 
the position on the queenside and create 
counterplay. 
12.2fd1 a6 13.bxa6 Axa6 14.05 
This breakthrough in the centre promises 
White some initiative. 
14..dxe5 15.dxe5 Oxe5 16.2xe5 
&xe5 17.Wxe5 Wdé! 
Principled play. Like Peter, I am not sure 
that White can win here. Torment — yes, 
but victory is hardly probable. 
18.W95 
18. Wxd6 exd6 19.AbS Hfd8 20.c3#. 
18...c7 19.He4 Hxal 20.2xa1 (6 


rg 


Considerably simplifying the position. 

If 20..WxdS 21.Wxe7 We6 22.Wxc7 

Wrxe4 23.WxcSt. 
21.axd6 ~~ fxg5 
23.257! 


22.axb7 -Bb8 
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White would have had better winning 
chances after 23.@xcS Hxb2 24.Hcl 
@xd5 25.@d3 Had 26c4 Ac7t 
(26...Hd2 27.Hel! @Df4 28.f1; 
26...Af4 27.Axf4 gxf4 28.c5 Sf7 29.c6 
Has 30.8f1 Seb 31.He2+). 


23...Exb2 
& | 
a & al 
a 
“ wAN 
BAM BAB 
& 


24.c4 He2 25.h3 DeB 26.2c6 v2-¥2 
26...Hf8 27.DeS DAd6 28.Ha8+ Sg7=. 


Using this guideline I fought against 
Ukrainian grandmaster Korobov (today 
Anton has around 2660 Elo). The queen 
exchange occurred on d6, resulting in a 
static structure in the centre (in contrast 
to the previous example). White had a 
huge space advantage (pawns on g5, d5, 
b6) and the evaluation was fluctuating 
just between = and +. 


Game 243 


Korobov,Anton 
@ Kasparov, Sergey 
Cappelle-la-Grande 2004 (6) 
1.44 Df6 2.3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.4c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 Dbd7 10.2f4 
He8 11.We2 Hc7 12.e5 
A rather rare case. White straightfor- 
wardly breaks through in the centre. 
12...dxe5 
12...Ab6!? 13.Hfd1 £6 14.exd6 exd6= 
15.2e4? Hes +. 
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13.axe5 @xe5 
15.Wxe5 Wd6 
17.8 fet £5 
The exchanges on eS have led to an 
ending where White has the slightly 
better chances. Nevertheless, it is diffi- 
cult to transform these into something 
real 
18.6f1 
18.He7 Hf7 
Hes=. 
18...Sf7 19.Ha4 a6 20.b6 De8 21.94 
Dg7 
21...fxg4!? 22. Bxg4 Bd8. 
22.95 Hae8 23.0e2 HhS= 


14.2xe5 Qxe5 
16.Wxd6 exd6 


19.Hael Hxe7 20.Hxe7 


It seems that Black is being squeezed to 
death, however I do not see where White 
can force a breakthrough. 
24.4c1 Exei1+ 25.exe1 
26.4d2 e7 
26...He5 27.Ad3#. 
27.4d3 &d7 28.f3 Hh8 29.8c4 a5 
30.Bh4 h6 31.gxh6 we7 32.8c3 
Exh6 33.0f4 
Not 33.Ha4? @f6 and suddenly Black 
wins. 
33.16 34.de6 Se5 35.4c4 Eh8 
36.0f4 S6 37.0xh5+? 
37.Bh3 a4 38.4b5 c4 39.c3+ (the white 
king may not be subjected to checks, for 
example 39.&xc4?? Hc8+ and the 
f4-knight drops). 
37.695 


Hes8+ 


270 


38.2h3 Exh5 39.Bg3+ 
39.xhS+ gxhS 40.8d3 &f4 41.e2 
Ses—+. 
39..Sf6 40.292 Hh4+ 41.4b5 Eb4+ 
42.xa5 Hxb2 43.He2Ha2+ 2-2 


B) The Pawn Wedge d5-e6 

Usually such an expansion (a pawn 
reaching the 6th or 3rd rank) gives an 
overwhelming advantage. But in our 
scheme the opposite often turns out to be 
true. We have already seen something like 
this in Topalov’s game given above. I 
presume that Veselin (2813) is an author- 
ity for you. 

It is paradoxical, but White starts going 
through hardships as he can’t manage to 
support the d5/e6 couple and cannot 
connect it to the other infantry by c2-c4. 


Let's go back to the very beginning I re- 
mind the reader that the most ambitious 
second move (after 1.d4 @f6) is 2.c4. But 
now a white knight on c3 is hindering 
this pawn! 

Black starts surrounding the pawns on d5 
and bS at once. He plays the standard 
..c5-c4, blocking the fl-a6 diagonal and 
stopping c2-c4 mechanically. It is appro- 
priate to mention here the flexibility of 
Black’s pawn structure: h7-g6-f6. As there 
are no entry squares, it does not allow the 
opponent to begin an attack rapidly, and in 


the long term (for example after a queen 
exchange), the advance of these pawns 
will be extremely unpleasant: ...f6-f5 
(opening the bishop on g/), ...g6-g5... 


Game 244 
O Kononenko,Tatiana 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Benasque Open 2004 (10) 
1.04 Df6 2.3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.2c3 dé 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ Q2d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 “bd7 10.We2 
He8 11.2f4 0c7 12.hadiN 
12.Hfd1; 12.Hfe1. 
12...b6 13.e5 Wd7 14.Bfe1 Had8 
14...c4!? with counterplay. 
15.293 f6!? 
Forcing White to immediately declare 
himself in the centre. 
16.e6 
This looks rather impressive, as it seems 
that Black is completely restrained. How- 
ever, the computer gives the evaluation ¥ 
here. Indeed, let's extract ourselves from 
our first impressions and consider. 
16...We8 
How should White play further? The op- 
ponent has clear prospects: ...h7-h6, 
-f6-£5, ...Bxc3, ...AxdS. 
17.4b1?! 
Preparing c2-c4 to strengthen the pawns 
on d5 and bS. Surely this was not a blun- 
der. The Ukrainian woman player just 
didn’t find anything better. 
17... xb5 
17...Abxd5 18.c4 Abb 19.Dc3F. 
18.Wxb5 Dxb5 19.b3 c4F 
Of course this must be played, otherwise 
after c2-c4 Black would really be com- 
pletely cut off. 
20.bxc4 Oxc4 21.Hd3 Hc8 22.abd2 
&xd2 23.Bxd2 f5 24.2b1 a6 25.2h4 
Efe8 26.295 Hc4 27.93 h6 28.2e3 
Hec8—+ 


see 
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The rest is simple. 
29.e1 &c3 30.Hdd1 2xe1 31.Bxe1 
@h7 32.4 Exc2 33.0f1 B8c4 
33...0c3 34.Bxb7 AxdS 35.Ha7. 
34.491 &g7 35.4f1 Dc3 36.2xb7 
Sxd5 37.Ha7 Oxe3+ 38.Exe3 &f6 
39.Bxa6 H4c3 40.Exc3 Exc3 41.h5 
gxh5 42.2a4 Hcl+ 43.492 Het 
44.0h4 &g6 45.f4 Hxe6 46.0h1 He4 
47.2f3 e5 48.2a1 Hb4 49.2a6 e4+ 
50.be2 Hd4 51.2.8 h4 52.gxh4 &h5 
53.Hg8 &xh4 54.296 @hS 55.091 
Hd3 56.8 d5 57.Hg1 d4 0-1 
There is nothing to add here, everything 
is more or less obvious. 


From time to time stronger chess players 
find themselves in such a situation. Fac- 
ing the threat of losing a pawn on the 
queenside, Oleg Romanishin hurled into 
an attack on the opposite king. The result 
of the game testifies to my poor play, but 
does not change the evaluation after the 
opening phase: + 


Game 245 

O Romanishin,Oleg 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Frascati 2006 (8) 
1.04 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 g6 4.2c3 dé 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ Qd7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 Dbd7 10.We2 
He8 11.8d1 Dc7 12.24 Db6 13.e5 
Wd7 14.293 Hfds 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 
| 
gamwwasa 


a & 4 
ARBAB 


ew aye) 
AAMWAARB 
& b= & 


The ideal ‘mirror’ arrangement of rooks. 
The rook on d8 potentially attacks d5, the 
one on a8 keeps watch over a7 and is al- 
ways ready for the opening of the a-file. 

15.h3 WS 
15...We8?! 16.Ag5 h6 17.Age4 dxeS 
18.@xc5S+ Siebrecht-Kasparov, Werther 
2004. 

16.ah4 
16.2e4 AcxdS (16...dxe5? 17.c4 a6 
18.d6 exd6 (18...He8 19.dxe7 Hxd1+ 
20.Bxd1 We6 21.bxa6 bxa6+) 
19.@xd6+) 17.c4 (17.exd6 He8 18.d7 
@xd7) 17...Df4 18.2xf4 Wxf4 19.exd6 
exd6 is unclear. 

16...Wd7 17.f4? 
Objectively stronger is the repetition of 
moves by 17.f3 but White wasn’t will- 
ing to agree on a draw so early. 

17...cAlF 
Cutting the outpost pawn on bS off from 
the other white forces. The artillery sup- 
port from c3 is not enough and the pawn 
perishes. 

18.2f3 
18.HaS is also insufficient: 18...dxe5 
19.fxeS Dcxd5 20.xd5 @xd5 21.Wxe4 
Bac8F. 

18...Axb5 19.He4 Hc7 20.Heg5 f6 
The automatic 20...WbS is even more 
principled: 21.e6 f5 with an over- 
whelming position. The g7-bishop is 
strong and the pawn on d5 will fall. 

21.e6 
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Better 21.0e6 @xe6 22.dxe6 Wxeo 
23.4d4 with a shade of counterplay. 
21...Wb5 22.0f7 Hdc8 23.f5 


xmx & 
Rae 2584 
DM AARA 
WHABIA 

a 
DBA 
SABWMA 
b=4 & 


The last straw, played in football style, but 
practically a correct decision. If White 
proceeded ‘normally’ there would be no 
saving chances already. 

23...dbxd5 
23...c3! is very strong. The opponents 
commit one inaccuracy after another. But 
it is spectacular for onlookers! © 

24.fxg6 hxg6 25.Dh4 c3. 
Unfortunately, too late. Now White has 
time to redeploy the queen for the attack. 

26.W94 
26.WxbS A@xbS 27.Exd5 cxb2 28.Hb1 
Bc3-+. 

26...95 27.2f5 cxb2 28.Hab17! 
After the correct 28.WhS the game 
should have ended in a draw. 

28...Wc5+ 29.2f2 
Better was 29.@h2. 

29... Wxc2 30.Exb2 Wxb2 31.Wh5 


xmx &| 
£28 £HE 
AAR 

aNoagy 


31..0xe6 
A time-trouble blunder. Black could have 
won by 31...A0f4 32.Axe7+ Sf8 
33.Dg6+ Axgé 34.Wxg6 Dxe6 
35.@xd6 Hc7—+. White's attacking re- 
sources are coming to an end, and Black’s 
extra rook on a8 will soon remind him of 
its existence. 

32.07h6+ Qxh6 33.axh6+ &g7 

34.0f5+ Sg8 
34... 88 35. Wh8+ Sf7 36.Wh5+ Sfs=. 

35.Wg6+ 
35.Hxd5 Df4—+. 

35... £182? 
A pathological winning attempt. I can 
only say that this spectacular game was 
being observed online (Italia-Belarus) by 
my family... 
35... 8h8=. 

36.Dh6 
A quiet move, after which there is no 
defence against mate, alas. 

36...Wxf2+ 37.2xf2 Hc2+ 38.Wxc2 

1-0 


C) The Idea 214-h6 

One of White’s natural desires is the ex- 
change of the opponent’s King’s Indian 
bishop. This plan is a mixed blessing The 
desire to annihilate this strong piece is 
commendable. But one should remem- 
ber: any exchange, as a rule, is favourable 
for the cramped side, i.e. Black. After the 
last bishops have left the board, Black 
closes himself in by ...f7-f6 with a clear 
conscience. If he decides to play this 
move earlier, he should think of a possi- 
bility to bring the prisoner on g7 back to 
life. 

Please look how Polish grandmaster 
Tomasz Markowski solves all the prob- 
lems by simple means. Then, taking ad- 
vantage of an inaccuracy by his opponent, 
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he takes over the initiative in the ending. 
Of course, this was a rapid game, but 
Vladimir Malaniuk is a very skilled posi- 
tional player, and he got worse not be- 
cause ofa blunder but gradually. 


Game 246 

Malaniuk, Vladimir 
@ Markowski,Tomasz 

Wroclaw rapid 2011 (3.2) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 d6 3.Ac3 g6 4.e4 2g7 
5.Of3 D6 6.2b5+ Qd7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 Abd7 10.2f4 
DeB 11.Wd2 Ac7 12.2h6 Ab6 
13.2xg7 &xg7 14.0fd1 Wd7 15.Wd3 
f6 16.Ha5 a6 17.bxa6 Hxa6 18.oxa6 
@xa6 19.Wb5 


Principled play. White is trying to exploit 
the weakness on bS. As we will see, this 
attempt doesn’t do his position any good. 
19...Wxb5 20.0xb5 Ha8 21.2a1 Ab4 
21..0c7. 
22.3xa8 Oxa8 23.0a37! 
23.c4=. 
23..f5! 24.exf5 gxf5 25.c4 &f6 
26.8f1 Dd3F 
The rest is given without comments. 
Perfect play isn’t possible in a rapid game, 
is it? 
27.b3 Oc7 28.0b1 b5 29.bd2 AaB 
30.cxb5 Af4 31.0c4 Oxd5 32.ve1 
@Qdb6 33.4d2 d5 34.axb6 Axb6 
35.4e1 e5 36.0d3 “d7 37.db2 
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Tomasz Markowski 


Se6 38.4a4 &d6 39.f3 h5 40.93 e4 
Al.fxe4 fxe4 42.h3 d4 43.ab2 &d5 
44.4c4 D6 45.he2 e3 46.Ab6+ 
be4 47.0a4 d3+ 48.%e1 d7 49.b6 
&f3 0-1 


D) Opening the a-file 

Usually Black plays ...a7-a6 under the 
pressure of the opponent's rooks (for ex- 
ample, Hal-a5, Hfl-al), otherwise how 
will he protect pawn a7? But White does 
not draw any special profit from ...a7-a6 
b5xa6. Both ...b7xa6 and ...2c7xa6 are 
not bad. In the first case an isolated pawn 
appears, and Black as though asks his op- 
ponent: what are your rooks doing on 
the a-file? It is obvious that the sole 
knight on c7 is sufficient to protect the 
isolated pawn. And in the long term 
White must reckon with the manoeuvre 
-Dc7-bS. 

If he plays ...\c7xa6, Black’s pawn struc- 
ture remains flexible. Square b5 is tempo- 
rarily weakened, but as we have seen in 
the previous examples, White fails to take 
advantage of this. 
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After White’s rooks have left for the a-file, 
an ...e7-e6 break looks logical, starting 
counterplay in the centre. So it happened 
in the following game. 

By the way, let me warn white players 
against placing a rook on the same diago- 
nal of the enemy queen (a5-d8). This 
makes various knight leaps possible (see 
the fragment Merino Garcia-Kasparov). 


Game 247 
Burmakin, Vladimir 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Balaguer 2008 (10) 
1.44 Df6 2.03 c5 3.d5 d6 4.23 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ &d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 Sbd7 10.h3 He8 


11.We2 
11.Qf4 Dc? 12.We2 Abo 13.Has? 
(13.4a4; 13.2fd1). 
[x 


The opposition of rook and queen on the 
d8-a5 diagonal is dangerous. Tactical mo- 
tifs appear. 13...Wd7 (amnesty; Black 
doesn’t notice the effective 13...AcxdS 
14.exd5 &xc3 15.bxc3 AxdS, attacking 
squares f4, c3 and a5 at the same time, for 
example 16.Ha4 @xc3 17.We4 Dxa4F) 
14.Hd1 %-%1 Merino Garcia-Kasparov, 
Benasque 2004. 
11.07 12.8d2 

A rather uncommon idea. The bishop is 
looking at a5 and potentially supports the 
rook. 


12..Ab6 13.Ha5 Wd7 14.0fal a6 
15.bxa6 bxa6 
I wonder: what prospects do the white 
rooks have on the a-file now? 
15...Bxa6 16.8 xa6 Axa6 17.Ad1 (17.e5 
@c7¥) 17..Ha8 18.c4 (18.2a5 Ac7 
19.b3 We8) 18..We8 19.2c3 Db4 
20.Ha3#. 
16.Be1 
16.85a3 £5 17.Kb3 fxe4 18.Wxe4 Hab& 
with counterplay. 
16...Bfe8 17.b3 
17.Wd3 Had8 18.QF4 e6 19.dxe6 Wxe6 
20.&g5 Hb8 21.b3 c4 with counterplay. 
17...e6 18.dxe6 Hxe6 19.2a4 2-2 


In the following game, Black operated 
even simpler against Gustafsson. He car- 
ried out the advance ...a7-a6, not waiting 
for the construction of the battery on the 
a-file. Jan outwitted his less sophisticated 
opponent in time trouble in the end, but 
after the 17th move already White’s posi- 
tion was extremely bad. 


Game 248 


Gustafsson, Jan 
@ Corral Blanco,Juan Antonio 
Sant Lluis 2005 (2) 
1.d4 c5 2.d5 g6 3.e4 297 4.0f3 dé 
5.2b5+ Qd7 6.a4 Af6 7.Ac3 0-0 
8.0-0 Qxb5 9.axb5 “bd7 10.h3 
eB 11.We2 Ac7 12.2f4 a6 
13.bxa6 Hxa6 14.5xa6 bxa6 15.e5 
®ve 
15...dxe5 16.AxeS AxeS 17.Qxe5 Axes 
18.WxeS Wd6 19.Hel with initiative. 
16.8d1 Wd7 
16...f6. 
17.De4? Dcxd5 18.293 c4 
Preventing c2-c4 in the standard way. 
19.exd6 exd6 
19... Be8!?¥. 
20.0xd6 Qxb2 21.Wd2 2c3F 
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ae 
Wala 
4a & 4 
a 
4 
2 ABA 
AW BA 
& & 
22.Wh6 297 


With the strong 22...f5! Black would have 
taken control of point e¢ and allowed his 
queen to protect the 7th rank: 23.0g5 
Rfo—+. 
23.Wh4 Wa4 24.295 h6 25.2gxt7 
A reasonable attempt to muddy the wa- 
ters. 
25...Exf7 
Better 25...Wxc2¥. 
26.0xf7 Sxf7 27.Wd8 Wc6 28.Wb8 
Wd7 29.2d6 a5 30.2c5 “a4 
31.2a3 Dac3 32.He1 a4 33.Wa8 g5 
34.Wa6 £982? 
34... Rf6F; 34... WESF. 
35.Wg6 Df6 36.2e7 Wxe7 
Black resigned. 


Finally, I'd like to ask your attention for 
one of my games where the rook file was 
opened at a later stage. This battle 
followed a slightly unconventional pat- 
tern. 


Game 249 


Salvador,Roland 
@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Milan 2008 (4) 

1.44 Af6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 d6 4.2c3 g6 
5.e4 297 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 
8.0-0 Qxb5 9.axb5 Abd7 10.We2 
He8B 11.2f4 Db6 12.Bfe1 Ac7 
13.Had1 Wd7 14.e5 Had8 15.293 
W5?! 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


By analogy to the game against 
Romanishin. But there the arrangement 
of rooks was different (d1,a1;d8, a8). 
15...Wg4?! is also bad: 16.Ae4 AcxdS 
17.exd6 exd6 18.Axd6 (Kasimdzhanov- 
Hausrath, Belgium tt 2000/01) 


x 
a 
ey 
2a 


AABWAAB 
He ® 


The total centralization of White’s pieces 
provides him with an advantage. 
Better is 15...f6 (see Kononenko- 
Kasparov, Game 244). 
After the text Black is slightly worse be- 
cause of White’s reply. 

16.e4! dxe5 17.c4! £6 18.0xc5 
18.We3. 

18...Wc8 19.b4 


19...a6 
Or else Black might choke. 

20.bxa6 @xa6 21.0xa6 
Weaker is 21.0e6 Wxc4 22.Wxc4 Dxct 
23.@xf8 &xf8= as the pawns on dS and 
b4 are poor. 

21..bxa6 22.1 
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22.4d2!?. 
22..e6 23.dxe6 Wxe6 24.Wa2 
Daw 
An exotic move, but how else should 
Black protect pawn a6? 
25.nale4 
25...0b6!? 26.Wxa6 Has 27.Wbs 
(27.2d4 Wd6 28.AbS Wb8 29.Ha7 Hf7 
30.0c6 Hxa6 31.@xb8 Hxal 32Hxal 
@xc4=) 27...0xc4. 
26.2e27! £5 27.0c1 h6 28.2f4 
28.h4. 
28...95 29.2d2 WI7 
29...0c7 30.Ael HA7F. 
30.2e1 Ac7 31.27! 
31.23. 
31..f4 32.2e1 Hfe8 33.Wb3 Hd3 
34.Wa2 Sh8 
34...0b5 35. Wxa6 Wxc4. 
35.0d2 


35...ed8?! 
35...We6!? 36.h3 (36.WaS Wxc4—-+; 
36.Bcd1 @bS 37.Hxd3? exd3-+) 
36..Ab5 37.Hal Dc3 38.Wxa6 Wxa6 
39.Hxa6 Hed8!—+. 
36.Bcd1 Bxd2?! 
36...We6!; 
36...WhS 37.WaS with counterplay. 
37.Exd2 Exd2 38.2xd2 
39.He1 Wd4 40.Wc2 Sg8 
40...e3 41.fxe3 fxe3 42.0f3 Walt 
43.Qcl DeoF. 
41.h3 Wed 42.f3e3 


Wd7 


For the nth time we see that a strong pawn 

wedge does not guarantee any advantage. 
43.2003 WS 

43...Weo. 
44.263 

44.2e1. 
44216 45Sxf6 Wxf6 46.0c5 De6 
472xe6 Wxe6 48.6f1 S18 49.4e2 
We5 50.Wb1 Wd4 51.Wc2 Wal 
52.Wi5+ g7 53.Wd7+ &g6 54.We6+ 
Sg7 55.We7+ Sg6 56.We6+ VeY2 


E) A Mechanical Obstacle 

We have already seen how Black pre- 
vented the pawn advance c2-c4 by 
..c5-c4, occupying this point with his 
own pawn. A similar mechanical obstacle 
can be raised on the key square e5 too. 
Only it is more reasonable to send the 
knight there, offering the exchange of a 
few pieces at the same time. The next 
game, played at the Istanbul Olympiad, 
testifies to the fact that Black’s broken 
pawn structure is not so weak. 


Game 250 

Rytshagov,Mikhail 
@ Gonzalez Garcia,Jose 

Istanbul ol 2000 (2.2) 
1.e4 c5 2.0f3 g6 3.d4 297 4.d5 dé 
5.2b5+ 2d7 6.a4 Af6 7.4c3 0-0 
8.0-0 Qxb5 9.axb5 Abd7 10.We2 
He8 11.24 c7 12.Bfet DeS!? 


Chapter 17 — A Disturbing Check 


I would say that Black plays cynically ©, 
straightforwardly striving for exchanges. 
13.0xe5 &xe5 14.2xe5 dxe5 
Black’s pawn structure is spoilt but the re- 
maining white pieces have difficulties in 
exploiting this. 
15.2a4 Wd6 16.c4 b6 17.4c3 a6 
Very simple again. 
18.bxa6 xa6 19.Ab5 Wd7 20.h3 
Dc7 21.894 
21.Ba7. 
21...Wxg4 22.hxg4 Axb5 23.cxb5 


ABBA 


AA 
oes | 


White's hopes of realizing his small advan- 
tage in this ending is real only if Black 
plays weakly. The position is close to equal. 
23..Hxa1 24.Bxa1 Hd8 25.95 Hd6 
26.0a8+ &g7 27.Hc8 Hd7 28.0c6 
Hb7 29.93 h6 30.gxh6+ &xh6 314 
exf4 32.gxf4 Ha7 33.oxb6 Hai+ 
34.6f2 Hb1 35.e5 Hxb2+ 36.4e3 
Hb3+ 37.4d2 c4 38.d6 exd6 39.exd6 
$97 40.42 &f6 41.d7+ Vee 


F) The Exchange on c3 

An as yet infrequent but worthy idea was 
applied by Black in a Russian open tour- 
nament. The knights were arranged on d7 
(instead of the usual c7) and b6. Then the 
bishop captured on c3, and_ ...f7-f6 
followed, closing the dark-squared diago- 
nal. Eventually the passed a-pawn was ter- 
rorizing the opponent. 
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Game 251 

Melkumyan,Hrant 

@ Stukopin,Andrey 

St Petersburg 2010 (7) 

1.d4 c5 2.d5 d6 3.2c3 g6 4.e4 &g7 

5.0f3 D6 6.2b5+ 2d7 7.a4 0-0 

8.0-0 &xb5 9.axb5 Dbd7 10.We2 

@b6 11.d1 Dfd7 
Black’s idea is not to attack pawn bS but 
tocontrol square c5. 

12.24 Qxc3!? 


Principled, at least. 
13.bxc3 f6 14.h4 a6 15.bxa6 bxa6 
16.c4 a5 
White is invited to prove that his activity 
on the kingside will yield real profits. 
Otherwise the a-pawn may eventually de- 
cide the game's outcome. 
17.Ha3 Wc8 18.Ad2 He8 19.893 


a4 20.ca1 Gh8 21.naa3 Wa6 
22.494 Wce8S 23.We2 Wab 
24.Hac3 a3 

24...Wasi?. 


25.hxa3 Wxa3 26.Bxa3  Hxa3= 
27.94 Df8 28.2h6 Hc3 29.h5 
@Dbd7 30.f4 
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30.hxg6 hxg6 31.Wd1 Bb8 32.Wcl 
with equality. 

30... Exc2 31.03 Hb8 32.0h4 
32.5! would have won, for example: 
32..Hb1+ 33.@h2 Hbb2 34.Hel g5 
35.@xc2 Hxc2 36.Rxf8 Dxf8 and now 
the prompt breakthrough 37.e5! dxe5 
38.d6  — exd6 39.Wd1 Exc4 
40.Wxd6+—-. 

32..Hbb2 33.2xf8 Axf8 34.Wc8 

&g8 35.h67! 


wW ae 


Now a hard-to-explain sequence follows, 
but it doesn’t have anything to do with 
the opening. 
35...217 
35...Bxc4 36.Axg6 hxg6 37.h7+ Sxh7 
38.Wxf8 Hxet 39.WE7+ Sho 40.Wis+ 
ShS 41.Wh8+ Sgt 42.Wh3+ Sxfs 
43.WE3+ BeS 44.Wc3+ Sxd5 45.Wxb2 
is unclear. 
36.e5 fxe5 37.fxe5 dxe5 38.¢h1 e4 
39.Wc7 Hd2 40.Wf4+ Se8 41.Wxe4 
Hd4 42.We1 Hg4 43.d6 e6 44.2f3 
Bb6 45.0e5 Ef4 46.Wd2 Hfi+ 
47.8h2 2d7 48.0f3 Hbb1 49.Wg5 
0-1 
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The Principled Reaction 


1.04 Df6 2.0f3.¢c5 3.d5 bS 


| a) 
[ARAL ARAB 
HaABwWS2Mz 


The most basic answer to the languid 2.43 is the sharp 3...b5!?. Without paying atten- 
tion to his opponent's artifices, Black continues with the main line. 

Frankly speaking, such a strategy seems doubtful to me. I believe that it is reasonable 
to play 3...b5 against weaker opponents, in cases when only victory suits you. 

This is what I was surprised to read in Nicolai V. Pedersen’s book Play the Benko 
Gambit: ‘An ambitious continuation, played by Topalov and Sergey Kasparov among 
others’ (page 173). I opened all available databases and found only one game by myself. 
Of course it flatters me to be mentioned next to Veselin Topalov, but, dear reader, if you 
ever experience problems when using this line, I disavow any responsibility.© 

My first experience was rather sad. It is shameful to present such a game (it can’t be 
found in the databases), but with tears in my eyes I must do it if want to remain objec- 
tive in this book. A skilled Ukrainian GM gave a master class after he designated a few 
weak spots in my construction. For the sake of justice, let me mention that in those 
long-gone days I didn’t even have a laptop to prepare for games. 


Game 252 If 9...b4 10.e4 g6 11.@b3 (intending to 
Malaniuk, Vladimir play the bishop to bS) 11...d6 12.2b5+ 


Dd7 13.Da5 Ac8 14.f4. 
10.e4 2b7 11.axb5 h6 


@ Kasparov,Sergey 
Kolobrzeg 2002 (9) 


1.44 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 11...26 12.2g3 dé 13.c3 axbS 
e45.2h4 2b76.a4 14.2xb5+ Sdst. 
Penetration on the light squares. 12.c3 e6?! 
6..Wa5+ 7.\bd2 Dxd2 B.Wxd2  12...25 13.Ag3 do. 
Wxd2+ 9.Axd2 Qxd5 13.293 d5 14.exd5 exd5?! 
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14..Qxd5 15.b6 a6 (certainly not 
1S...axb6 16.Hxa8 Qxa8 17.Qxb8) 
16.2c7 Be7+. 


15.2e2 2e7 16.2f3 Ad7 17.0-0 0-0 
18.2c4+— 


x Re) 
Ao ABAe 


a 
Ams 


2B 
AAR 
gS 


How quickly the position has become 
hopeless for Black! There are too many 
weaknesses (d5, a7). 
18...Df6 19.a5 2c8 20.b6 2d7 
20...axb6 21.0c6+—. 
21.b7 Hab8 22.Bfe1 2e6 23.c4 dxc4 
24.2xb8 Exb8 25.2xc4 2d8 26.b3 
&xc4 27bxc4 Ab6 28.2c6 Sf8 
29.93 Hd8 30.deb1 &c7 31.Bxa7 
&b8 32.2a8 1-0 


So now we can outline the basic plans for 

both sides in this variation. 

It is obviously possible to regard 4.25 

as the strongest answer for White. 

The ideas behind this move are: 

1) to exchange dark-squared bishop for 
the knight on f6; 

2) to penetrate on the light squares by 

means of a2-a4; 

to bring out the knight to the excel- 

lent blockading square c4; 

to maintain an outpost on dS to create 

pawn weaknesses in the enemy camp. 

Ideally Black’s dark-squared bishop (g7) 

remains out of the picture. And, as we 

know, if one piece stands badly the whole 

position is bad. 


3 


4 
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Black’s counterarguments are: 

1) tokeep control of the light squares; 

2) to exert pressure on the al-h8 diago- 
nal by ...b5-b4 (if the opponent's 
pawnisalready on c3); 

3) to open up the dark-squared bishop 
by ...f6-f5. 

1 would call grandmaster Pavel Tregubov 

an advocate of this line. Below you will 

see some examples from his practice. 


Let's examine the various directions. 


A) 4..2e4 

The knight leaps to the centre, avoiding 
the exchange and hoping to take over the 
initiative. You have already seen a sad ex- 
ample. Below we will give a few more 
uplifting ones. 

At the Olympiad this risky variation was 
applied against a famous German grand- 
master and it passed the test. Black held 
out convincingly, though he had just a 
pawn for the exchange. 


Game 253 
O Dautov,Rustem 
@ Mascaro March,Pedro 
Calvia ol 2004 (1) 
1.d4 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
De4 5.2h4 2b7 6.e3 g6 7.c3 Wb6 
8.d3f5 9.abd2 c4 
Straightforward ‘move-by-move'’ play. 
10.Wd4 Wxd4 11.0xd4 


Pawn d5 is surrounded and doomed, but 
in turn White is eyeing the weakness on 
bS. 
11...Dxd2 12.6xd2 a6 
12...2xd5!? 13.0xbS Da6 14.b4 Bg7 
13.a4 2xd5 14.axb5 e5?! 
This is too much. Now Black loses mate- 
rial. 
15.2f6 exd4 16.2xh8 dxe3+ 
17.$xe3 axb5 18.Bxa8 Qxa8 19.f3 
Dc6 20.Re2 2c5+ 21.4d2 
Of course 21.&d4? doesn’t work well; 
21...Axd4 22.cxd4 f4+ 23.Gxf4 Qxd4 is 
unclear. 
21..8f7 22.b3 Da5 23.bxc4 bxc4 
24,4c2 2d5 25.Hal 2b6 


The Spanish chess player is building a 
barricade on the rook file, which is 
definitely difficult to overcome. Now a 
long series of manoeuvres follows, 
crowned by a blunder by Dautov. 
26.2e5 Se6 27.2f4 Qc6 28.Hel 
Sf7 29.2d6 2d5 30.2f1 2e6 
31.He5 Ac6 32.b5 2e3 33.g3 h5 
34.h4 Qf2 35.41 2a7 36.hd2 Sf6 
37.292 2f2 38.he2 2g1 39.Eb1 
a7 40f4 a5 41.8b5 b3 
42.205+ $e7 43.2d5 Dci+ 44.4f3 
4d3 45.207? 2xd5+ 46.0xd5 2c5 
Unexpectedly the rook has gotten ar- 
rested in the centre of the board. Never- 
theless, White's resources are sufficient 
for a draw. 
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47.$e2 Ge6 48.Exd3  cxd3+ 
49.Sxd3 2f2 50.2d8 &xg3 51.295 
Qf2 52.$c4 d5+ 53.d3 Sd6 54.c4 
dxc4+ 55.4xc4 293 Ya-"/p 


Here is the second and last example from 
my own experience in this line. | man- 
aged to reach a pleasant ending and tor- 
ment my opponent, making use of the 
passivity of his bishop. 


Game 254 


Groffen,Hans 

@ Kasparov,Sergey 

Vlissingen 2002 (7) 

1.d4 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 

e45.2h4 2b7 6.Wd3 f5 7.Abd2c4 
7..Dd6 8.Ag3+. 

8.Wd4 Dxd2 9.Wxd2 
9.@xd2 Wo 10.Wes e6=. 

9... Wb6 10.e47! 
Too aggressive. More reliable looks 
10.0-0-0 or 10.€3. 

10...fxe4 11.095 Wg6 
11...WF6!? 

12.f37!e3 
12...exf3!? 13.@xf3 (13.2g3 Da6F) 
13...We4+ 14.9e2 Wxd5 and White 
would find it hard to explain why he has 
given up two central pawns. 

13.Wxe3 &xd5 
Better is 13...Wxc2¥. 

14.0-0-0 2c6 15.293 e6 16.4e4 

xed 17.fxe4 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


The situation becomes clear. The chances 
are about even as Black will have to give 
up a pawn, restoring the material balance, 
in order to continue his development 
with ...0-0. 
17..2e7 18.b1 0-0 19.2e2 Hf7 
20.2xb8 Exb8 21.Wxa7 
21.Bxd7 QcS 22.Wd2 Wxg2F. 
21...d8 22.23 
22.8xd7? is impossible because of 
22...Wxg2 23.Hel Hxd7 24.Wxd7 Qh¢ 
25. We8+ Hfs 26.Wxe6+ Sh8—+. 
22...216 23.Wc5 Wg5 
The right idea, otherwise the b5- and 
c4-pawns will fall. Now Black concen- 
trates on restricting the enemy bishop. 
24.Wxg5 &xg5 25.0d6 
25.e5 G4 26.2c6 b4F. 
25..2f4 26.Bb6 Hb8 27.Oxb8+ 
Axb8 28.h3 &f8 29.8d1 Bes 
Better was 29...e7. 
30.2e2 Se7 31.0f1 2f6 
With the exchange of the last rook a draw 
would have become inevitable. However, 
objectively a draw is the most probable 
result here too. 
32.a4! bxa4 33.2xc4 Bf8 34.c3 
34.e5 QxeS 35.Exf8 Sxf8 36.Ab5=. 
34..Hb8 35.4c2 Hc8 36.2a6 Ha8 
37.204 a3 38.bxa3?! 
Creating a few weaknesses, better was 
38.b4 Hc8 39.8b3 Axc3 40.xc3 dS 
41.exd5 exd5 42.b3 Exc4=. 
38..Hxa3 39.2b3 HaS5t 40.Hd1 
Bg5 41.94 Ha5 42.4c4 Bc5 43.4b3 
&e5 44.Hd3 Hc7 45.4b4 Hb7+ 
46.2b5 2d6+ 47.8c4 Hc7+ 
48.b3 Hc5 49.c4 He5 50.2e3 &c5 
51.2e2h5 
Practically out of nothing White has 
brought some problems upon himself. 
There is a threat of Black’s king breaking 
through on the kingside (...8e7-f6-g5- 
f4). 
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52.892 Exe4 53.gxh5 He3+ 54.6c2 
Ad4 55.hd2 He4 56.Bg2 2f6 
57.Hg3 He2+ 58.4d3 He5 59.h6 
gxh6 60.296 Bh5 
Or 60...f7!? when 61.&xh6? (61.Bg3) 
is not good because the rook is captured: 
61...8g7 62.Exf6 Sxf6 63.Qxd7 HhSF. 
61.2xd7 Hxh3+ 62.6e2 Hh2+ 
63.8f3 HhS 64.2b5 Hf5+ 65.e4 
He5+ 66.%f3 295 67.298 h5 68.2h8 
h4 69.94 2f6 70.Eh7+ &d6 
71.8.d7+ &c5 72.8h7 Bg5+ 73.214 
73.xh4 Hg7+. 
73..05+ 74.8f3 Bg3+ 75.8f2? 
After having long been under pressure, 
White cracks. Better was 75.8e4. 
75...295 76.2h5 
76.Bc7+ &b4 77.Hh7 e4 78.2c6 e3+ 
79.8f1 Bxc4—+. 
76..e4—+ 77.Bh8 e3+ 78.4e2 Hg2+ 
79.e1 Sd4 80.2a6 Ha2 81.2h5 
$d3 82.c5+ Hxa6 83.2xg5 0-1 


In the following encounter a Russian 
grandmaster classically outplays his op- 
ponent on the light squares. 


Game 255 
Riazantsev,Alexander 
@ Milanovic,Danilo 
Budva Ech 2009 (7) 
1.04 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
De4 5.24 &b7 6.a4 e6 7.dxe6 fxe6 
8.axb5 Wf6?! 


Better is 8...a6 9.bxa6 Axa6. 


9.2e5 WHS 10.Abd2 
10.@c3. 
10...d5 
10...xd2!? 11.Wxd2 Q&xf3 12.&xb8 


Qb7 13.Ag3#. 
11.e3 Dd7 12.293 Axg3 13.hxg3 
W6 14.c4 
14.c3. 
14...2.e7 15.243 h6 
Better was 15...g6. It seems more logical 
to arrange the pawns on the light squares 
while we have the dark-squared bishop to 
fill the holes. 
16.0-0 
16.2. 
16...0-0 17.64 
White continues his light-square strategy. 
17...Wxb2 
In reply to 17...d4 a positional pawn sac- 
rifice could have followed: 18.e5! @xe5 
19.AxeS Wxe5 20.Hel WF6 21.We2t. 
18.exd5 
18.cxd5 exd5 19.Ac4 WF6 20.exd5+—. 
18...exd5 19.cxd5 Ab6 20.2c4 
20.We2. 
20...Axc4 21.2xc4+— 


Riazantsev has reached an ideal position. 
All the opponent's pawns are on dark 
squares. One of them (a7) is under fire. 
Accordingly, the bishop on e7 is 
restrained. Besides, White has an extra 
pawn. 
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21..2d6 22.He1 Qc8 23.ha2 Wc3 
24.4c1 Wh 25.Wal Wf7 26.He3 
&f5 27.b6 a5 28.Exa5 Hab8 29.2a7 
Wg6 30.Hh4 Wg5 31f4 WE 
32.Wxf6 Exf6 33.0xf5 Exf5 34.b7 
Sf7 35.2a6 Hf6 36.b6 Hd8 37.Bc6 
&b8 38.8c8 Hfd6 39.2a3 1-0 


In the next game, Danilo Milanovic is 
more successful. Holding a hardly worse 
ending, Black gradually improves his 
pieces. Then he is inexorable in the ex- 
ploitation of his opponent's missteps. 


Game 256 


Ivanisevic,Ivan 
@ Milanovic,Danilo 
Budva Ech 2009 (9) 
1.44 DFE 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
De45.2f4 2b76.a4 Ot6 
6...b4. 
7.04 Dxe4 8.axb5 e6 
8...26!7 9. Wd3 Af6 10.23 e6. 
9.204 
White decided to maintain point d5. Is 
this correct? 
9.dxe6 fxe6 10.2d3, with initiative. 
9...2d6 10.2937! 
Stronger was 10.We2 Qxf4 11.Wxe4. 
Again, the bishop on f4 turns out to be use- 
less in the struggle for the light squares. 
10..a6 11.dxe6 dxe6 12.Ac3 Axg3 
13.hxg3  axb5 14.Bxa8 &xa8 
15.0xb5 2e7 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


The outpost d5 is destroyed, which gives 
Black’s bishops a free hand. However, 
Ivanisevic manages to keep the initiative 
by a fierce knight raid. 
16.Wxd8+ 2xd8 
18.2e5! &c7 
18...0f8 19.@dxf7 Hxf7 20.0xf7 &xf7 
21.Bxh7 &xg2 (who will capture more 
material?) 22.h5 g5 was unclear. 
19.Adxf7 Hf8 20.Bxh7 Bxf7 21.2xf7 
Sxf7 22.871 
22.Bh5. 
22..0d7 23.0h8 Se4 24.03 Db6 
25.2b5 c4 
Black has succeeded in stabilizing his 
position. All squares on the 8th rank are 
covered and White’s queenside pawns are 
blocked. The position is close to equal. 
26.Bh4 2d5 27.Hd4 g5 28.Hd1 de7 
29.491 2e5 30.Hal c7 31.bh2 
c8 32.2a6 &b6 33.f3 2b7 34.0a4 
d6 35.2.6 &2d5 
After the black bishop’s advance to the di- 
agonal gl-a7 and the weakening move 
f2-£3, Black’s stakes are rising. 
36.2h3 Sf6 37.b4 2a5 38.Bb8 
&c7 39.Bb4 e5 40.2a4 £5 41.2a1? 
Better was 41.g4+. 
41.9441 42.fxg4+ Sg5F 


17.d6+ e7 


Have you often seen anything like this? 
43.He1? e4 44.$h2 &xg4 45.0d1 
Re6 46.He1 2f5 47Hd1 wed 
48.491 2b6+ 49.2f1 Of5 50.¢e1 
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@xg3 51.2b7 &g1i 52Hd8 294 
53.2a6 e3 54.De8+ &d6 55.0f8 
De4 56.93 
56.2xct Bf2+ 57.8f1 Dg3# or 
57.Bxf2 exf2+ 58.6f1 Dd2+ 59.hxf2 
@xc4—+ and White’s pawns will be 
eliminated one by one. 
56...2f2+ 57.Sf1e2+ 0-1 


B) Rare Lines 

Now for a couple of examples where 
Black made less popular moves. 

First, with grief (alas, it’s not the first time 
I’ve had this feeling in the discussion of 
the 3...bS line) I recommend you to pay 
heed to White’s strategy in the game of my 
good friend Yury Solodovnichenko. The 
black bishop’s advance to h6 turns out un- 
successful. There it is shooting into noth- 
ingness and it is eventually killed on this 
square. The skilful movements of White's 
rooks make a great impression. 


Game 257 

Sakaev,Konstantin 

@ Solodovnichenko,Yury *** 

Ramenskoe 2006 (2) 

1.04 Df6 2.23 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 g6 

5.2xf6 exf6 6.e4 a6 7.a4 bxa4 

8.dbd2 2h6 
A fresh idea. This bishop is usually seen 
on g7. 

9.2d3 d6 10.2c4 0-0 11.0-0 2b7 


This is the problem: the bishop is smoked 
out of b7. White’s knights have many 
convenient squares for manoeuvring. 

13...fxe4 14.0xb7 Wb6 15.0xd6 
Black’s strategy would have been justified 
in case of 15.&xe¢ Wxb7=. 


15...exf3 
15...exd3 16.0c4 dxc2 17.0xb6 
(17. xc2#) 17...cxd 1 W 18.8xd1t. 
16.2c4 Wb5 17.2a5 fxg2 


Tempo play. Black has time to destroy the 
cover of the opponent's king, but the dif- 
ference in activity of the other pieces is 
too big. 

18.5e1 
18.BxbS gxflW+ 19.&xfl axbS is un- 
clear. 


18...Wd7 19.8F3 


xa Ee 
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KR A2A 
a 
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The bishop on hé is shooting into no- 
where, the rooks on f8 and a8 are passive, 
and the knight on b8... well, there are no 
proper words for it. 
19..Wd8 20.Exc5 2d7 21.8c6 Wh4 
22.Be4 Wg5 23.Wxg2 Wxd5 24.2d6 
Wb7 25.nh4+— 
A geometrical game. The manoeuvres of 
the white rooks in the middlegame on 
the 4th, 5th and 6th ranks impress. 
25..Wc7 26.Exh6 Se5 27.493 
Hae8 28.2d5 1-0 


White also manoeuvres masterly with his 
rook in the next example (Hal-a3-e3- 


Chapter 18 — The Principled Reaction 


d3-g3-g4-a4). Together with d5-d6, 
which boxes in the opponent, this leads 
toa positive result. 


Game 258 

Iturrizaga,Eduardo 

@ Scherbakov,Ruslan 

Moscow 2010 (5) 

1.44 Af6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 a6 

5.a4 bxa4?! 
This looks unattractive, worsening his 
structure. 5...@b7!?. 

6.2c3 Wh6 7.dxa4 Wc7 8.d6!? Wb7 
8...exd6 9.2xf6 gxf6 10.e4 and you will 
agree that Black’s pawn structure is too 
compromised. 

9.2a3 
With initiative. This rook sortie is a good 
resource that you must always take into 
account. It is logical for White not to 
obstruct the third rank with pawns, if 
there is no special need. 

9..Ac6 10.Bb3 Wa7 11.2xf6 exfé 

12.0b6 Hb8 13.He3+ wd8 14.0c4 


Bb4 
Better was 14...a5. 
15.Wd5 Wb8 16.b3+ 
Wee & &| 
aaka 
YOi8 6 | 
jm aw 


| ma 

MAS Ba 
ABAAAB 
Sox 


16...2xc4 17.Wxc4 
17.Wxf7!? 2xd6 18.Wxc4. 

17...Wb4+ 18.Wxb4 @xb4 
The Russian grandmaster has managed to 
carry on with some intrigues, but White's 
advantage is obvious. 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


19.6d1 Qxd6 20.c3 Dc6 21.Bd3 
c7 22.4d27! 
22.3. 
22...Ae5 23.93 Ag6 
23...h5!? would have given counterplay. 
24.894 2b7 25.Ba4 
A very active rook — to the detriment of 
White's other pieces. 
25...2e5 26.4c2 d5 
26...f5. 
27.e3 Ha8 28.2e2 f5 29.Ehai &b6 
30.b4 c4 31.93 2f6 32.4f3 He& 


33.271 D8 34.0d4 
zai 
ry awa 
‘e ry 
aa 
evar Ya 
AAR 
¢8 AB 
bee 2 
34...2xd47! 


Maybe it was better to keep the bishop 
pair with 34...g6. 
35.exd4 De6 36.h4 Ac7 37.4d2 
@b5 38.292 hS 39.Ha5 g6 40.891 
Sc7 41.2f3 &d6 42.2d1 He6 
43.2.4 Oc7 44.Hb1 
44.f4!? would have prevented Black's 
coming counterplay. 
44.44 45.b5 axb5 46.2xb5 fxg3 
47.2xc4? 
Why play such exotic moves? Easier was 
47.fxg3 
47..dxc4 48.Exb7 gxf2 49.Bb6+ 
d750.2b1 
And the struggle has flared up again. 
50..2e4 
50...De8=. 
51.2f1 Hxh4 52.Exf2 f5 53.ne2 &d6 
54.Ha4g5 
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The position is unclear. 
55.8xc4 f4 56.25 


56...d5? 
56...¢4 57.Bf5 g3 with initiative. 

57.c4 De3 58.403 
Better was 58.Hxg5 @xc4+ 59.6d3 De3 
60.Ha2+-. 

58...94 
Better was 58...h3 59.Hxg5 @fl+ 
60.c2 De3+ 61.83. 


59.Ha2+—- Hh3 60.he4 Adi 
61.2a6+ &d7 62.895 Ac3+ 63.df5 
1-0 


Now let’s examine the most widespread 
lines. Usually Black has to decide whether 
to carry out the immediate queen ad- 
vance 4...Wb6 or the modest 4...d6. The 
main difference is that with the first op- 
tion Black will have a choice in reply to 
&g5xf6: either ...Wb6xf6, which looks 
logical, or ...g7xf6 all the same. 


C) 4...Wb6 


C1) White Captures on f6 at once 
Murtas Kazhgaleev got good play by us- 
ing the resource ...g7-g5 (when the 
queen is on f6 this makes sense). How- 
ever, we won't attach too much impor- 
tance to this game as it was a rapid one. 


Game 259 


Fridman,Daniel 
@ Kazhgaleev,Murtas 
Venacu rapid 2006 (1.2) 
1.d4 D6 2.03 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
Wb6 5.2xf6 Wxf6 6.c3 d6 7.e4 a6 
8.a4 b49.2d3 
92 
9...d7 10.0-0 g5 11.Afd2 
11.e5!? dxeS 12.Abd2 g4 13.He4 Whe 
14.@fd2 with compensation. 
11.5 
11...He5. 
12.4c4 Hb8 13.We2 94 14.64 
14.Ha5 
14...gxf3 15.Bxf3 Wg5 16.Abd2 297 
17.cxb4 Exb4 
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Unlike in the majority of other examples, 
here Black has succeeded in taking con- 
trol of the dark squares. At the same time, 
the presence of pawns on f7 and a6 pro- 
vides him with the possibility to control 
the light squares. 
18.Bafl 2d4+ 19.dh1 Df6? 
19...QeS! 20.AxeS QxeS 21.Hxf7 Bxb2F. 
20.e5! 

And this rapid game ended peacefully after 
20..2xe5 21.axe5 Wxe5 22.He3 
Wxb2 23.Exe7+ d8 24.Exf7 Hes 
25.Wf2 Dd7 26.2f5 Wd4 27.W93 
Wxd2 28.Wxd6 Hb7 29.2xd7 &xd7 
30.Bxd7+ Hxd7 31.Wb8+ we7 
32.We5+ Sd8 33.Wb8+ Vo" 
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The next example is rather instructive 
from the psychological point of view. My 
friends, let’s recollect: how many times 
have each of us suffered because of a 
pathological aspiration to win? It seems 
that the opponent is much weaker and 
you can’t lose half a point. Yes, in the ma- 
jority of cases we turn out to be right and 
we win, but every chess player can point 
at several pitiful defeats in his career that 
can be ascribed to the underestimation of 
the adversary. In the following game, al- 
ready on the 1 5th move Black could have 
resigned. 


Game 260 


Danielian,Elina 
@ Khismatullin,Denis 
Kavala 2010 (6) 
1.d4 Af6 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 bS 4.295 
Wb6 5.2xf6 Wxf6 6.c3 g5!? 
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An aggressive plan. Black captures space 
on both flanks in exchange for complete 
inactivity in the centre. 

7.e4 a6 8.24 b4 9.cxb4 Wxb27! 
It would have been interesting to include 
9...94 10.0fd2 Wxb2 11.Ba3 cxb4 
12.2c4 WF6 13.e5 Wg6, unclear. 

10.Abd2+ Wxb4 11.2b1 
White has a huge advantage in develop- 
ment for the pawn. The situation is al- 
ready dangerous for Black. 

11...We3?? 
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27.de5 Hbi+ 28.492 2e4+ 293 
Hb2+ 30.893 f4+ 31.2h3 Hb7 
32.fxe4 Ef6 33.Wc8 Ha7 34.Wxc5 
Hb7 1-0 


Black treated the opening quite originally 
in the following game, played in the fa- 
mous Aeroflot Open. He captured on f6 
with the pawn and then persistently held 
on to bS, keeping his structure flexible. 
The rooks were rearranged on the 7th 
rank, and the minor pieces to... the 8th. 


Game 262 
Bocharov,Dmitry 
@ Nguyen,Ngoc Truongson 
Moscow 2008 (6) 
1.44 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
Wb6 5.2xf6 exf6 6.e4 d6 7.dbd2 
2d78.2d3 a6 9.c3 g6 10.a4 Ha7 
In order to make ...a6xbS possible in re- 
ply toa4xbS. 
11.0-0 29712. We2 
12.34b3!?. 
12..Hb7 13.axb5 axb5 14.2a8 0-0 
15.Bfa1 Hes 16.Wf1 2h6 
For some reason Black ignores the re- 
source 16...c4!? 17.2c2 Wc5S 18.Wdl 
Ac8=19.0d4 fs. 
17.h3 &g7 18.2c2 He7 19.H1a5 
2e8 20.Wal Wc7 


A non-standard arrangement of Black's 
pieces, don’t you agree? 
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21.2d37! 
Better was 21.c4 bxc4 22.@xc4 with ini- 
tiative. 
21.04 
Better late than never. 
22.202 Dd7 23.b4?! 
An unsuccessful change of structure. The 
status quo could have been maintained by 
23.Wdl @c5 24.Hal=. 
23..cxb3 24.0xb3 Ab6 25.28a6 b4 
26.0bd4? 
Better 26.Ha2. 
26..Wxe3 27.Wxc3 bxc3 28.06 
Hec7 29.ha3 2d2 30.4a5 Hb8 
31.Ac6 2xc6 32.dxc6 Ac8 
Better was 32...Bxcé6. 
33.2d4 De7 34.2 a7| 


The following mistakes were probably 
caused by time trouble. 
34...Dxc6?? 
34... Hbc8. 
35.8xc7?? 
35.Deb6+ fxe6 36.Axc7++-. 
35..0xd4 36.2d3F ZDe6 37.0ca7 
@c5 38.2c2 Hb4 39.Ha2 Axed 
40.2d7 £5 41.43? 
41.Haa7. 
41..2€3+ 42.f1 2g3+ 43.¢e1 
2c5 44.2d3 Hd445.2c2Hd2 0-1 


C2) White Doesn't Hurry with 2g5xf6 
I recommend you to pay attention to the 
entire series of games played by this line’s 
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expert Pavel Tregubov. In the Russian club 
championships his opponents applied the 
rather rare manoeuvre 5.c3 b4 6.Da4 
twice. After 6...0e4 Dreev managed to 
exert certain pressure though it remained 
within reasonable limits. A year later Pavel 
played 6...d6 and after 7.2xf6 exf6 8.23 
f5 grasped the initiative in his turn. I put 
the sign *** to this second game as it 
seems to be quite consistent and logical. 


Game 263 
O Dreev,Alexey 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 
Sochi t 2006 (2) 

1.04 Df6 2.0f3 5 3.d5 b5 4.2.95 Wb6 

5.c3 b4 6.0a4 Wa5 7.b3 De4 B.Af4 

d6 9.2\d2 @xd2 10.Wxd2 h6 11.23 
Once again we can conclude that White is 
considerably ahead in development. 

11...0a6 12.axb4 
12.e4. 

12..Wxb4 13.c3 Wxb3 14.e4 g5 

15.2e5!? 


15..dxe5 16.2xa6 Qxa6 17.dxc5 
We4 18.4xa6 Wxe4+ 19.We2 
Wxe2+ 20.oxe2 
The smoke has cleared. White keeps com- 
pensation for the pawn in the form of 
pressure on the queenside. 
20...2c8 21.hb1 297 
21...Bxc3 22.8b7 £5 23.d6+—. 
22.4b8 Hc7 23.ac6 e4 24.Bxa7 
Exa7 25.xa7 0-07! 
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25 ...@d7!?. As a rule the king should be 
active in the ending. 
26.0c6 Qxc3 27.Axe7+ Sg7 
28.2c6 Hc8 29.Hb7 Sf6 30.¢e3 
Re5 31.8b6 HeB 32.Ad4+ we7 
33.0f5+ Sf8 


Black's manipulations with his monarch 
make a strange impression. 
34.93+— h5 35.2b7 94 36.0h6 He7 
37.Bxe7 &xe7 38.exe4 2b8 
39.2g98+ Sd6 40.0f6 2a7 41.0xh5 
Axf2 42.06 1-0 


Game 264 

Riazantsev,Alexander 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Sochi tt 2007 (4) 

1.d4 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 

Wb6 5.4c3 b4 6.4a4 Wa5 7.b3 d6 

8.2xf6 exf6 9.a3 £5 
Now Black is fine. The bishop will inevi- 
tably get to the long diagonal. 

10.Ad2 Ad7 11.4c4 We7 12.axb4 

cxb4 13.Wd2 Eb8 14.93 2e7 


Re es) 
ry 


ee 


Pavel Tregubov 


Frankly, I don’t understand what the 
knight is doing on a4. It can’t even to be 
transferred to c4, because that square is 
occupied by its colleague. 

15.We3 Af6 16.292 Hb5 17.0-0 0-0 

18.Hfd1 He8 19.Aab2 a5 20.Wd2 
It was not possible to continue the knight 
manoeuvre due to 20.0d37 &b7 
21.f4 g5 with the initiative. 

20..He4 21.axe4 fxe4 22.Wf4 £5 

23.h4 &d7 24.Bact Hc5 25.Ha1 26 
Also as as I predicted. Now the bishop be- 
comes very strong and the outcome is de- 
termined. 

26.Ha2 Hd8 27.2d2 a4—+ 


EH lie 
we wa 
“a @ 
BAMA 
sear aw B 
mA a 
EOARAB 
& 


28.Wxd6 Wxd6 29.dxd6 Exc2! 
30.Bxc2 axb3 31.abce4 = bxc2 
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32.Bxc2 b3 33.Bc1 b2 34.Bb1 Hb8 
35.94 &a4 36.Axb2 &xb2 37.axf5 
&c2 38.Bf1 Sf7 39.4g2 Qb3 
40.He3 2d4 41.575 2e5 42.0c1 
&xd5 43.85 Se6 44.Ha5 e3+ 45.3 
Eb2 46.2a6+ &d7 47.2a7+ &d8 
48.Ha5 Hxe2+ 49.491 2h2+ 0-1 
A good creative achievement by Tregubov. 


A highly difficult situation occurred in 
Tregubov's game against Fressinet. 
Laurent managed to box in the oppo- 
nent’s dark-squared bishop on g7. The 
ending with two pawns down was abso- 
lutely hopeless for Black. 


Game 265 

Fressinet,Laurent 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Paris 2007 (6) 

1.44 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 

Wb6 5.c4 b4 6.Abd2 dé 7.e4 Dbd7 

8.2.d3 h6 9.2xf6 exf6 
Principled. Now White can forget about 
e4-e5. However, Fressinet ignores this 
break and simply establishes control over 
point eS. 

10.0-0 g6 11.ah4 2e7 
Lying in ambush; | 1...2g7. 

12.Wet 
12.f4f5 13.Wel. 

12...2b7 13.f4 0-0-0 


& 
mM wae 


Castling queenside is also possible as White 
has closed the position by c2-c4, b5-b4. 
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14.Dhf3 Bde8 15.Wf2 2f8 16.a3 a5 
17.axb4 axb4 18.2.2 
A good resource. If the light-squared 
bishops are exchanged, the position of 
the black king will be weak. 
18...297 19.244 He7 20.Bfe1 Hhes 
21.65 
Trying to entomb the enemy bishop. 
21.15 


22.5 
22. g3 is probably even stronger. Then 
it is not clear how Black can keep his 
g6-pawn. After its demise the light 
squares will be weak: 22...@h6 (22...¢5 
23.e5!+—) 23.fxg6 Hg8 24.2c6! (pawn 
do hangs) 24...&xc6 (24...8c7 25.2xb7 
Exg6 26.Wh3+—) 25.Wxd6+—. 
22..fxe5 23.fxg6 e4 24.gxf7 Hxf7 
25.0xe4 Hfe7 26.Heg5 Exet+ 
27.Bxe1 Exel+ 28.Wxel Ze5 
29.0xe5 2xe5 30.0f7 b3? 
30... &xb2 31.We8+ Sc7 32.Wd8#; but 
better was 30...2d4+. 
31.2xe5 dxe5S 


32.Wc3 
Why not 32.Wxe5+— ? 
32... W16 33.We3 WE5 34.Wxb3 
34.Wxc5+. 
34..Wf4 35.Wc3 2a6 36.b3 e4 
37.93 Wg4 38.We3 Sd8 39.b4 Wg7 
40.2b3 
Time trouble, as it seems that White 
could have won by 40.d6 Wal+ 
41.6g2  Wxat 42.Wg5+ Sc8 
43.Wxc5+ Gd7 44.Wc7+ Geo 
45.We7+ Sf5 46.Wi7+ Sys 47.h4+ 
Sho 48.d74+-. 
40..Wal+ 41.4f2 Wb2+ 42.%e1 
Whit 43.d2 Wb2+ 44.2c2 
Wxb4+ 45.601 Wxc4 46.2xe4 
Now White has lost almost all of his ad- 
vantage. 
46..Wa4+ 47.2c2 Wd4+ 48.Wxd4 
cxd4 49.h4 e7 50.ed2 2c4 
51.296 2xd5 52.2xh5 2e4 53.2e2 
Sf6 54.94 Se5 55.95 SF4 56.2d3 
&d5 57.96 494 58.97 &xh4 59.24 
Ag8 60.bd3 95 61.dxd4 &f6 
62.2d5 2xd5 63.oxd5 &xg7 
64.4 Vo" 


Kozul didn’t create special obstacles for 
Black and the evaluation was fluctuating 
around equality. With the absence of 
weaknesses and the presence of a strong 
bishop on g7, Black had nothing to com- 
plain. 


Game 266 


Kozul,Zdenko 

@ Tregubov,Pavel 
Kemer tt 2007(3) 

1.d4 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
Wb6 5.e3 g6 6.a4 b4 7.2c4 2g7 
8.a5 

8.0-0; 8.Abd2. 
8..Wc7 9.Wd3 0-0 10.abd2 dé 
11.0-0 H6 12.2xf6 2xf6= 


Black has obtained a quite acceptable po- 
sition. The diagonal of the dark-squared 
bishop is opened and the knights will be 
exchanged on eS soon. 
13.c3 bxc3 14.bxc3 2d7 15.h3 Eb8 
16.Ha2 Gh7 17.e4 He8 18.He1 De5 
19.Axe5 2xe5 20.a6 
20.2b5 Hf8 21.2cé6 £5 with counterplay. 
20...2.47 21.0f3 Hb6 
An original decision, though the prosaic 
21...&g7 looks more natural 
22.Axe5 dxe5 23.Wg3 Wd6 24.51 
g5 25.We3 
25.h4 We 26hxgS hxgS 27.Haal 
Hebs=. 
25..2b5 26.Wd3 Heb8 27.Ha5 
Axc4 28.Wxc4= Verte 


In the next example White was clearly 
aiming for a draw against his more experi- 
enced opponent. With a huge effort 
Tregubov managed to squeeze out of the 
equal position some kind of intrigue, and 
even gained a minimal material advantage. 
Alas, its realization was another matter. 


Game 267 

O Maslak,Konstantin 
@ Tregubov,Pavel 

Ulan Ude 2009 (10) 
1.44 Of6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 
Wb6 5.a4 b4 6.e3 d6 7.2xf6 exfé 
8.abd2 Be7 9.c4 We7= 10.e4 
4d711.De3 
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White's plan is likely to place his knights 
on e3 and c4, thus hindering the ...f6-£5 
break. I cannot think of another explana- 
tion for this strange manoeuvre. 
11..0-0 12.2e2 He8 13.ad2 of8 
14.0-0 96 15.dec4 
Admitting his mistake. 1 5.@dc4 was im- 
possible because of pawn e4 falling, and 
if 15.2b5 @g7 16.Hb1 He7=. 
15..e5 16.e3 Dd7 17.dec4 Bab 
18.2.d3 Db6 19.WF3 
19.Axb6 Wxb6 20.We2=. 
19...2xc4 20.0xc4 
20.2xc4 Bho. 
20...297 
Pavel is persistently searching for ways to 
continue the struggle. It’s so difficult to 
win with black against all objectivity... 
20...Axc4 21.Axc4=. 
21.0xb6 axb6 22.2b5 Hed 
We have near-equality here. Still, further 
on Tregubov even manages to win a 
pawn. But the drawing tendencies of op- 
posite-coloured bishop endings are 
well-known. 
23.c3 bxc3 24.bxc3 f5 25.exf5 Hxf5 
26.Wd3 c4 27.Wd2 Wc5 28.2c6 Ha7 
29.Hae1 2e5 30.We3 Wa5 31.2b1 
He7 32.Wxb6 Wxb6 33.2xb6 &xc3 
34.2b5 Exd5 35.2xc4 Hd4 36.2b3 
&b4 37.2d1 Hc7 38.Eb8+ &g7 
39.He8 Hc3 40.93 Hd2 41.He2 Exe2 
42.2xe2 He2 43.b1 &c5 44.of1 
Ha2 45.2b7 Bxa4 
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46.2b5 

Better was 46.2f3 Hd4 (46...Ha2 

47. Bxf7+ Gxf7 48.2d5+) 47.e2. 
46..He4 47.2c6 He6 48f4 h6 
49.2d5 Bf6 50.492 g5 51.4f3 291 
52.h3 gxf4 53.94 h5 54.gxh5 2e3 
55.2b3 2d2 56.2a2 2e1 57.2c4 
2c3 58.2b3 Bel 59.2c4 Bh4 
60.494 f3 61.éxh4 Hf4+ 62.695 
Exc4 63.h6+ &g8 64.h7+ &xh7 
65.Exf7+ S98 66.Exf3eg7 2-2 


A few non-standard pawn structure trans- 
formations occurred in the following 
game. Black’s pawn chain took on King’s 
Indian outlines and he launched a pawn 
roll on the kingside. The fact that the en- 
emy did not try to organize counterplay 
on the opposite side of the board was es- 
pecially favourable. Nevertheless, Black's 
fortification on the light squares appeared 
strong enough for a draw. 


Game 268 

Charnushevich, Aliaksei 

@ Edouard,Romain 

Belfort ch-FRA 2010 (9) 

1.04 AF 2.AF3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.2.95 Wb6 

5.a4 b4 6.a5 Wc7 7.2xf6 exf6 8.e4 g6 

9.Abd2 2g7 10.Ac4 dé 11.2d3 
Here the bishop prevents ...f6-f5. 

11.00 12.0-0 Ad7 13.Afd2 Ded 

14.2xe5 fxe5 15.204 f5 16.f3 4 
Making his intentions clear. 
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The standard pawn roll on the kingside is 
threatening: ...h7-h5, ...g6-g5-g4. 
16...fxe4 looks nice, for example 17.fxe¢ 
(17.2xet Bae 18.2d3 e4! 19.fxet 
Qxc4 20.8xc4 Qxb2F) 17...Exfl+ 
18.Wxfl 2d7 with the idea ...a8-f8. 
17.8f2 
The right decision. The king quickly 
leaves the danger zone. 
17..h5 18.e1 g5 19.2e2 Hf6 20.h3 
Eh6 21.2 Wf7 22.b3 Wg6 23.Eh1 
Bf8 24.6c1 Be7 25.4b2 &d7 
26.Wd3 Hb8 27.Hagi &f7 28.Hf1 
2d8 29.Bal Qc7 
Limiting the knight and eyeing a5. How- 
ever, on e7 the bishop had more pros- 
pects. For example, there was a potential 
threat of ...2e7-h4-f2-d4. 
30.Baf1 Se7 31.2al Wg7 32.Bh2 
Ebh8 33.hah1 Wg8 34.Wd2 Ws 
35.Ha1 Wg7 36.2ah1 g4 37.hxg4 
hxg4 38.xh6 Exh6 39.2xh6 Wxh6 
40.fxg4 Wh4 41.Wd1 Wf2 42.0f3 
Wd4+ 43.Wxd4 cxd4 


Black’s king is ready for the march 
...&e7-f6-g5, but White timely puts up a 
barrier. 
44.95 &b5 45.2h5 &xc4 46.bxc4 
&xa5 47.8b3 Qb6 48.xb4 2-2 


D) 4...d6 

Without further ado, Black plays this 
straightforward move. Of course, here the 
resource of the queen transfer to the 
kingside (...Wb8-b6xf6) disappears, but 
was it so good? 

Again, in the club championship of France 
(strangely 3...b5!? appears well-suited for 
team competitions, even though there the 
main thing is not to lose), the Spanish 
super grandmaster Francisco Vallejo Pons 
allows Black to develop normally and even. 
to get good counterplay until move 16. 
Alas, a wrong exchange in the centre 
yields White an advantage. 


Game 269 
Vallejo Pons,Francisco 
@ Vaisser,Anatoli 
France tt 2007 (1.4) 
1.04 Df6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 dé 
5.e4 a6 6.Abd2 Dbd7 7.a4 b4 8.a5 
96 9.2.d3 297 10.Ac4 


Please pay attention: there are no accessi- 
ble squares from which Black can kick the 
knight from c4. 
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10..Wc7 11.0-0 0-0 12.Wd2 Hes 
13.h3 2b7 14.24 2f8 15.2h2 e6 
With counterplay against the pawn pair 
e4/d5. However, it is difficult to capital- 
ize on this considering the X-ray 2h2-c7. 
16.e5 
Better was 16.dxe6 Hxe6 17 .H fel. 


16...exd5? 
Not the right pawn. Correct was 
16...AxeS 17.AfxeS exd SF or 17.AcxeS 
dxeS 18.Q2xe5  (18.dxe6  Hxe6) 
18... Wd8F. 

17.2xd6 Qxd6 18.exd6 Wc6 

19.Bfe1 


In the end, the h2-bishop in particular 
has a great effect on the position. 
19..e4 20.Wf4 f6 21h4 He6 
22.2d2 c4 23.Hxe4! Bxe4 
23...dxe4 24.2xc4+. 
24.2xe4 dxe4 25.22 


Asa result of the complications White has 
a strong passed pawn on dé and two 
long-range bishops. Besides, the pawn 
structure of the opponent is irreparably 
compromised. 
25.697 26.Hd1 c3 27.b3 Wc5 
28.Wg4 D8? 
28...2.c6. 
29.d7 Wxa5 30.2.d6 h5 31.Wh3 2d5 
32.2e7 De6 33.Wg3 2d8 34.Wd6 1-0 


In the following example Black, ignoring 
acceptable alternatives, tries to blast open 
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the enemy foundations in the centre too 
optimistically by ...f5-f4?!, a non-stan- 
dard thrust for this variation. Alas, relying 
on the perennial knight on c4, White sta- 
bilizes the position and his advantage be- 
comes obvious. 


Game 270 


Kozul,Zdenko 
@ Komljenovic,Davorin 
Sibenik 2010 (4) 
1.04 Af6 2.Af3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 dé 
5.2xf6 exf6 6.e3 
As they say, simple but tasteful. But is it 
any good? Later Black will open up his 
mighty bishop without any trouble by 
.-£6-£5. 
6..a6 7.a4 b4 8.Abd2 g6 9.c3 2g7 
10.cxb4 cxb4 11.a5 2d7 12.Wa4 f5 
13.2c4 0-0 14.Wxb4 


[xew we) 
alla@a 
a @ Ba 


14.4 
More solid was 14...2c5. 
15.2¢e2 
More principled was 15.Wxd6 fxe3 
16.fxe3 He8 17.Qe2 2f8 18.Wf4t. The 
powerful c4-knight is controlling all the 
key points. Black cannot justify the sacri- 
fice of two pawns. 
15...fxe3 16.fxe3 DFE 17.2d1 Hes 
18.0-0 2f5 19.Wa3 2e4 20.4g5 h6 
21.dxe4 
Also good was 21.@xf7 &xf7 22.0xd6+ 
Sg8 23.Axes Wxe8 24.d6+. Usually a 
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rook and three pawns are stronger than a 
knight and a bishop. 
21..dxe4 22.23 2f8 23.2xe4 Hxe4 
24.4 d3 We8 25.2f6 Hc8 26.b3+ 


xpwee)) 
4 


[> 
ped 


The difference in strength between the 

knight and the bishop is obvious. 
26...cxc4 27.bxc4 Hxe3 28.Wf1 He2 
29.Exf7 297 30.Hf2 He4 31.2f4 He2 
32.¢h1 h5 33.8f2 He4 34.c5 dxc5 
35.Wxa6 2d4 36.Hff1 He2 37.Wd3 
He3 38.Wb1 &g7 39.a6 He2 40.Wd3 
He3 41.Wb1 h4 42.d6 h3 43.Wb7+ 
Bh6 44.27 Ha3 45.d7 Wd8 46.gxh3 
Ha2 47.Wb8 W9g5 48.W4 c4 1-0 


My former teammate Jovanka Houska (in 
the French team championship) is vigor- 
ously pressing Black along the b-file. 
Later Jovanka switched to the kingside, 
while the enemy pieces were practically 
stalemated (Ha7, &c7, @a8). 45.Whe! 
completed the picture. 


Game 271 


Houska,Jovanka 
@ Edouard,Romain 
Gibraltar 2010 (10) 
1.44 Df6 2.2f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 dé 
5.2xf6 exf6 6.e4 a6 7.44 b4 8.abd2 
g6 9.2d3 &g7 10.Ac4 We7 11.a5 
4d7 12.0-0 0-0 13.Wc1 Ha7 
A useful move. The rook evades the 
tempo-gaining attack “\c4-b6. Besides, it 


can be transferred to the centre with 
.-Ha7-e7 
14.c3 
14.e1; 14.We3. 
14...2e8 
14...bxc3 15.bxc3 Qb7 16.He3 Hes=. 
15.0d1 
Better was 15.Wf4 Qf8 16.cxb4 cxb4 
17. Bacl#. 
15...Wb8 
15...8b7!?. 
16.h3 
16.cxb4 cxb4 17.Wf4#. 
16..2b7 17.W4 De5 18.Dfxe5 fxeS 
19.Wd2 bxc3 20.bxc3 2f6 21.Bdb1+ 


Ba & 


Jovanka has achieved a comfortable posi- 
tion. There is no counterplay for Black to 
be seen yet, and the pressure on the b-file 
is rather unpleasant. 
21...2d8 22.2b3 &c7 23.hab1 Wc8 
24.We2 5 25.Wc2? 
The crown on White’s strategy would 
have been 25.Qb6 Wd8 26.exfS e4 
27.Qc2 gxf5 28.c4+—. 


Wwkie 
a28 4 
40 & 

& BADa 
Alva 
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The rook will be switched to the kingside 
along the third rank, with attack. 
25...fxe4 26.2xe4 Sg7 27.23 
Marking time. 
26...2a8 28.2e4 Wd8 29.Wa2 Wd7 
30.f3 Wf7 31.Wd2 We7 32.oh2 Wd8 
33.Wa2 Wd7 34.93 Hd8 35.h4 Wes 
36.Wc2 Sh8 37.492 WE7 38.Wd2 
Bg8 39.Wg5 &g7 40.Wd2 the 
41.03b2 We7 42.Wh6 WE7 43.Wg5 
Ef8? 
Giving White the opportunity to attack. 
43...We7. 
44,h5! gxhS 


44...Wie 45. We4+— 
45.4e3 
45.Whol+—. 
45...2g8 
Allow me to refrain from commenting on 
the rest of the game in detail. It has noth- 
ing to do with the opening any more. 
46.Wh6 Wg7 
46...h4 47.Wxh4 Qd8 48.Wh6e Qg5 
49.Wxd6 Qxe3 50.Bb8+—. 
47.Yxh5 2xa5 
47...Wxg3+ 48.$h1+-. 
48.5h1? 
48.0b8 Wxg3+ 49.f1 Hd7 50.Be8+—-. 
48..2xc3 49.0f5 Wg5 50.Wxg5 
Eixg5 51.2b6 a5?! 
51...Bg8t. 
52.0xd6 2d253.2xh7? 
53.Ac8+—. 
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53..Bxh7 54.Af7+ &g7 55.8xh7+ 
&xh7 56.Axg5+ Qxg5= 57.d6 a4 
58.d7 2d5 59.Hd6 2b3 60.d8W 
&xd8 61.Bxd8 a3 62.2a8 a2 63.42 
c4 64.43 c3 Va-Va 


Following the known scheme of playing 
only on the light squares, Ivan Sokolov 
fixes the weaknesses on d6 and a6 and 
proceeds to work on them. Thus it is im- 
portant with black not to allow your op- 
ponent to trade off your dark-squared 
bishop. 


Game 272 


Sokolov,Ivan 

@ Vaisser,Anatoli 

France tt 2011 (9) 

1.4 Df6 2.23 c5 3.d5 b5 4.2.95 dé 

5.Qxf6 exf6 6.e4 a6 7.24 b4 8.Abd2 
White's strategy is simple: penetrate on 
the light squares and bring out the knight 
toc4, 

8.75 9.exf5 Qxf5 10.2d3 
Already a crucial decision. White’s pawn 
structure can be changed, and not for the 
better. 

10...294 
I wonder how events would have de- 
veloped after the principled 10...&xd3 
11.cxd3 Be7. 

11.h3 2c8 
As they say: no comment. 

12.0-0 2e7 13.2e1 0-0 14.a5 


White controls more space and has 

gained a few extra tempi. The majority of 

the enemy pieces are on the 8th rank. 
14..Ba7 15.0c4 Qd7 16.Afd2 2b5 
17.Wf3 Qxc4 18.0xc4 2f6 19.Wt4 
g6 20.He4 &g7 21.Hael Hd7 22.h4 
Wf6 23.W94 h5 24.We2 Hdd8 25.93 
Bh6 26.Wd1 Ad7 27.He7 Wd4 
28.2f1 


Black has managed to exchange a few 

pieces, but his position is absolutely un- 

promising. He has two permanent weak- 

nesses: pawns dé and a6 (&fl-a6). 
28..e5? 

28...2g7. 
29.axe5 dxe5 30.Wxd4 cxd4 
31.2xa6 b3 

31...Bxd5 32.B1xe5 Bxe5 33.Bxe5+-. 
32.cxb3 2d2 33.01xe5 Qxa5 34.2b7 
Hd6 35.24 &2b6 36.Hee7 Hf6 37.2f1 
cS 38Hec7 2d6 39.Hc6 Yg7 
40.0d7 2b4 41.Bb7 2d6 42.Hbb6 
Hb8 43.2a6 2e5 44.0xf6 Qxf6 45.d6 
Hd8 46.f4 d3 47.2xd3 2xb2 48.2b5 
&c3 49.d7 Sf8 50.Bc6 2a5 51.04 
e7 52.b4 2b6 53.2c6 Sd6 54.5 f5 
55.c2 we7 56.He2+ td6 57.08 
BaS 58he2 Bb6 59.4d3 2c7 
60.4c4 2a5 61.He2 Hb8 62.He3 2b6 
63.Hd3+ e6 64.2b7 Hf8 65.hd2 
Se7 66.2c8 Hf6 67He2+ sf7 
68.2b7 Ed6 69.2d5+ &f6 70.He8 
&c7 71.8f8+ e7 72Hf7+ &dB 


73.2c6 Qb6 74.Hf8+ Se7 75.e8+ 
S16 76.2d5 Qc7 77.%c5 Bxd7 
78.2e6+ &g7 79.Sc6 1-0 


Shukh carries out the typical pawn push 
..f6-f5 against my old acquaintance 
grandmaster Zakhartsov, but when the 
smoke lifts, it turns out that the knight on 
c4 is dominating the board as usual. In 
the absence of queens, pawn dé is espe- 
cially weak. 


Game 273 
Zakhartsov, Viacheslav 
@ Shukh,Nikolay 
Irkutsk 2010 (1) 
1.04 Af6 2.0f3 c5 3.d5 b5 4.295 dé 
5.Qxf6 exf6 6.e4 a6 7.4 bxa4 8.2c3 
96 9.2.d3 297 10.Ad2 0-0 11.c4 f5 


Thematically played; the main point is to 
open up the dozing bishop on g7. 


Conclusion 


To conclude this part we can say that: 


ceptable play. 


2.@f3 (instead of 2.c4) disturbs the opponent less. At the same time Black's 
| options to fight for a win are also more limited. 

Adventurers may still try 3...b5, though it is risky from a strategic point of 
view. Normal development (3...g6, 3...d6) usually provides Black with ac- 


Chapter 18 — The Principled Reaction 


12.exf5 He8+ 13.f1 &xc3 14.bxc3 
a7 15.Wd2 Wi6 16.h4 


ae ke 
p= 4 


BR 
& ee 
16...2xf5? 
Obviously an unsuccessful decision; 
16...Ad7. 
17.2.xf5 gxf5 
17... Wxf5 18.Dxd6+—. 
18.Wg5+ Wxg5 19.hxg5 
White's pieces are almost ideally placed. 
Both rooks have been developed without 
making a move, and his king is also close 
to the centre. White mops up compe- 
tently. 
19...d7 20.Bh6 De5 21.axd6 Bd8 
22.axf5 Hxd5 23.Hb6 Had7 
24.Bxa6 2g6 25.2a8+ Df8 26.e3 
26.g4+—-. 
26..Hxg5 27.21xa4 &g7 28f4 Bhs 
29.f5 Bhi+ 30.e2 f6 31.84a7 Of7 
32.0d5 d7 33.04 Hel 34.de6+ 
Gh6 35.2a1 Bxal 36.2xa1GhS 1-0 
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Findings 


Summarizing all the above, I will venture to assume that today the system with the 
bishop fianchetto on g2 seems to be the most dangerous for Black. Somewhere deep in 
that line both colours are still searching for improvements. 


The chess player who plays a gambit runs a certain risk in case it is his only opening in 
reply to 1.d4. Then, if he has the time and the wish, the opponent can prepare and 
strike a severe blow. Therefore I strongly recommend Benko Gambit players to arm 
themselves with at least one alternative opening besides. Then your opponent will face 
considerable problems. Even in the heart of the gambit you can vary your lines. He simply 
won't have time to fill all the gaps even if he works with the computer for several hours. 


It is not out of place to notice here that it is not so easy to avoid the Benko — some posi- 


tional concessions are required for this purpose. I hope I have made this point success- 
fully in the last part of this book. 
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Conclusion 


If you have reached this page, you may have mastered all the material in the book. I 
hope that reading it was not boring and did not leave the impression of time spent in 
vain. 


Now you are aware of the plans, the typical tactical operations and the endgame con- 
tours of the Benko Gambit. 

As you have seen, the author has tried to use the freshest examples. Of course, you 
may notice some inaccuracies and defects in the contents of this book. Well, only those 
who do nothing do not make mistakes. Anyhow, if you desire, you may address your 
remarks directly to the author by e-mail tkasparova@rambler.ru. 


My friends, even if from time to time you are defeated while applying the opening I 

advertise in this book, please, look at it philosophically: 

1) You could also have lost the game playing any other opening, especially with Black. 

2) Most likely youare an amateur rather than a professional, which means that for you 
the process is more important than the result. Can a tedious rotting process in a 
classical opening be more interesting? 

3) If you play on the internet, I relieve myself of any responsibility for your results. 
Nowadays a great number of chess players (especially from poor countries) use the 
help of the computer. It’s been a long time since I, having ~2600-2700 on an 
Internet chess server, have been surprised by being beaten for example 0:3 by 
someone with 1900 Elo. In such cases, I just put my opponent on the ‘ignore’ list. 


If this edition attracts some attention, the next step, in Hollywood style, is quite possi- 
bly: ‘to be continued...’ 


I thank you for your time and attention. See you on the pages of following books and 
magazines! 


The Dynamic Benko Gambit 


New In Chess Code System 


White stands slightly better £ 
Black stands slightly better BS 
White stands better + 
Black stands better + 
White has a decisive advantage +- 
Black has a decisive advantage —+ 
balanced position = 
unclear position 00 
compensation for the material 2 
strong (sufficient) > 
weak (insufficient) < 
better is ea 
weaker is s< 
good move : 
excellent move " 
bad move 2 
blunder 2 
interesting move 12; 
dubious move ” 
only move a 
with the idea A 
attack > 
initiative t 
lead in development tt 
counterplay 2 
correspondence corr. 
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